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('1 this humble old man, but even the seminarians could not get him to 
agree to such a proposition. In spite of his fame that rings far and wide 
throughout the entire Catholic Philippines, he would still prefer not to be 
known nor talked about at all. 

The Humble Religious. Fl'. Juan Ylla was born in Mollo, Province 
of Gerona, Spain, January 23, 1877. He took the habit of the Order of 
Preachers on May 15, 1892, in the Convent of St. Dominic in Ocana, Spain, 
and here too he made his simple and solemn profession. And six months 
after, P. Ylla arrived in the Philippines on January 8, 1897. Few months 
lifter he was assigned to Letran College, as Secretary in 1903. 

Later he went to the University of Santo Tomas, where he took up 
Civil and Canon Law, and taught in the Faculty of Philosophy. In 1916, 
he acted as Vicar-General of the Dominican Province of the Philippines, 
in the absence of the then Prior Provincial, Very Rev. Fr. Buenaventura 
Garcia de Paredes. In 1917 he was Vice-Rector of the University of 
Santo Tomas, and in 1921 was assigned Rector of Letran College. He 
became Rector of the College of Avila, Spain in 1923, and later went to 
Dublin, Ireland, where he taught Canon Law. In Ireland as well as in 
England, he distinguished himself for his constancy in his studies and 
teaching which caught the admiration of the English Dominicans. In 1929, 
he returned to Manila, and again was assigned Vice-Rector of the Univer­
sity. In 1930, he was Rector of Letran for the second time until 1933 
when he was appointed Rector of the Central Seminary a post which 
he still holds to the present time. 

Fr. YUa in spite of the exalted positions that he has occupied in it, 
he always observed the simplicity of a humble l'eligious, who knows no 
better place than the chapel and his private room, for which he gained the 
love, respect and veneration of his fellow Dominican Friars. 

One cannot but admire his spirit of mortification. Even in his old 
age, he would not like to use the elevator which he surely needs; he would 
1I0t drink out of time nor ask for any refreshment; he would not care a bit 
about the heat in his room, nor seek any relief. Together with this spirit 
of mortification, he maintain a very special devotion to the Mother of God, 
and urges the seminarians to do the same. 

It is his humility perhaps that has gained for him many friends. 
Not to mention any ecclesiastic, among the laymen, his intimate friellds 

the Laurels, Rectos, Madrigals, Magalonas, Sabidos and the Gonzaleses. 

Weak Reflection. But of his present seventy-nine years of life, all 
consecrated to the service of God, the Church and the Dominican Order, 
what has given Fl'. Ylla much prestige is his position as Rector of the 
Central Seminary. From 1933 to the pl'esent year, be has faithfully 
to.ndertaken the sublime task of forming worthy ministers of the altar. 
All that is said of his method, punctuality, refineness, patience, diligence, 
spirit of prayer, paternal counseling, prudence and psychology in the 
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formation 'Of seminarians, etc., is and will always be but a weak reflection 
of one true fact and great reality. 

Everybody concedes that to be a Rector of a Seminary is a most 
difficult job, and too gl'eat a responsibility before God. And yet Fr. Ylla 
has proved himself successful in this difficult work. And it was all because 
he has found the key to success. He has always followed the principle 
that it is easier and much better to form seminarians through paternal love 
rather than through servile fear. It is not a rare thing to see seminarians 
knock at his room, and with filial confidence, approach him and manifest 
10 him their worries, needs, likes and dislikes, and a thousand little things. 
He . would patiently listen to each one of them, put them on their back, 
help them solve their problems and worries, and after he is through the 
&eminarians would leave his room all filled with relief and consolation 
and enlightenment. And even if at times, because of heavy work, he has to 
fiend them back u.nattended, he would call for them later on, and attend 
to their needs just the same. 

It is astonishing to note that Fr. Ylla never imposes his will on the 
seminarians the way a superior would do on his infel'iors, Even when he 
has to stress a certain point of discipline, as a matter of obligation, he 
would stilI address them as dear brothers in our Lord Jesus Christ, 
and would urge them to listen to his words as coming from above. His is 
the saintly mild way of earnestly asking the favor to have this or that 
thing done or complied with. Even in ordinary intercourse, he never 
would say to the seminarians: "Call Mr. So-and-So, but rather, " Will you 
00 me the favol' of calling Mr. So-and-So?" And he always uses the 
Spanish "Usted" rather than " Tu," whenever he addresses himself ,to the 
seminarians. His keen interest over the welfare of the seminarians and 
the seminary is beyond the limit of expression. 

Of course, all this kind attention, respect and loving care on the part 
of their Father Rector has caught the attention of the seminarians. 
And they have responded in an admirable way. To them, his request or 
de ire i an urgent command. To them, Fr. Ylla has become their idol, 
their father and mother in the Seminary. 

Heart in Place of Will. It was only recently, as he laid bed-ridden 
in in serious condition at the U.S.T. Hospital, that Fr. Ylla uttered these 
words: "I heartily offer my life for the Seminary and the seminarians." 
These are werds that mere than reveal his affectienate leve and keen 
interest for the seminary that the seminarians have feund in him net 
so much the inflexible will 'Of a Rector, but mere so the kind heart of a 
Father whose only desire is to form the seminarians into saintly ministers 
of the Lord. As a seminarian has aptly expressed in an after-dinner 
speech about Fr. Ylla: "We call him Fathe?' - Recto?', yes; and yet in fact, 
he is more of a Father than a Rector." 
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All these things may appeal' to be a touching exaggel'ation, but it is 
leal pulsating fact, One has just to tay for some few days with Fr, YUil 
to experience the touching love and loving care of such a humble priest of 
God, More than enough proof is the way alumni of the Central Seminary 
react as they find themselves far from their Alma Mater, They would 
wI'ite from far-away places, and explain how they are alone, how they miss 
the company of their Father Rector, his counsels, and paternal care, 
And if they evel' find themselves in Manila, they never miss to pay a visit 
to the Central Seminary, in which they become a special guest for dinner, 

Write?' and Consulto?·. Not only is Father Ylla the Rector of the 
Central Seminary. He is also the great benefactor of the Filipino Clergy, 
He has generously undertaken the task of helping priests in the solution 
of many difficult problems that arise in parishes. These priests would 
direct questions and cases pertaining to Morals, Liturgy and Canon law 
to F ather Ylla, and he in t urn would dedicate himself to the task of solving 
them, and to send his answers to the priest either through personal letters 
vI' by publishing them in the "Boletin Eclesiastico," a monthly organ of 
the Filipino Clergy, in which he has a section all to himself, entitled 
t'Seccion de Casos y Consultc£s." 

And it is not only priests that come to him for enlightenment. Bishops 
and Archbishops also would take their turn in seeking his opinion on certain 
matters pertaining to Canon Law, Father Ylla also once acted as Eccle­
siastical Fiscal for the Archdiocese of Manila. He likewise attended the 
First Plenary Council held here in Manila in 1933 as one of its leading 
canonista. 

Among his writings is a book entitled "Matrimony according to the 
Civil Legislation of the Philippines," both in English and in Spanish, 
He has also published three volumes of the "Cuestiones Eclesiasticas" 
which is a compilation of the "Casos y Consultas" published in the Boletin 
Eclesiastico. He also prepared a new edition of the "Manual de Parrocos," 
written by Fr, Serapio Tamayo, O.P. (making it conform to the New Code 
(of Canon Law) and of the "El Amigo del Pan'oco Filipino" by the same 
l1uthor. These are all books intended for the use of the Filipino Clergy. 

Truly he can be called, as Archbishop Cuenco of J aro calls him: 
"The G?'eat B ene/actoT of the Filipino Cle?·gy." 

BRO. CmIACO ALMARIO 



SUPLEMENTO DEL No. DE JULIO 1956 

Comments on Senate Bill No. 438 Making Compulsory 
the Reading of "Noli Me Tangere" and 

"EI Filibusterismo"* 

·AN ACT 

TO MAKE NOLI ME TANGERE AND EL FILIBUSTERISMO COMPULSORY READING 
MATTER IN ALL PUBLIC AND PRIVATE COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES AND 
FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 

SECTION 1. Jose Rizal's Noli Me 7'angere and El Filibu8teri.",o are hereby declared 
compulsory reading matter in all public and private schools. colleges and universities in the 
Philippines. 

E·E0. 2. The works mentioned in Section 1 of this Act shall be in the original 
editions or in their un~"'(purgated English and National Language versions. 

SEC. 3. The Department of Education .hall take steps to promulgate rules a nd regula­
tions for the immediate implementation of the provis ions of this Act. 

SEC. 4. No provision of th is Act shall be construed as prohibiting or limiting the 
study of the works of other F ilipino heroes. 

SEC. 5. Any public or private college or university found violating, failing to comply 
with, or circumventing t he provisions of this Act sha ll be punished accordingly: 

(a) The Head of any public college or uni versity charged with implementing the 
provisions of this Act, w ho sha ll have been found guilty of violating, fai lin g to 
('om p ly with, or circumventing the provisions thereof, shall be dismissed imme­
diately from the service and shall be disqualified from teaching in any public or 
government-recognized private school, college or un iversity. 

(b ) Government recognition of any private college or un iversity found violating or 
circumventing the provisions of this Act shall be immediately withdrawn. and the 
responsible H ead and professor or professors concerned shall be disqualified from 
teaching in any government-recognized college or university. 

SEC. 6. This Act shall take effect upon its approval. 
Approved, 

THE RELIGIOUS ASPECT OF THE PROBLEM 

It is a fact that the vast majority of the citizens of this republic have of 
their own free choice elected the Catholic Church to be the infallible guide of 
their beliefs in questions of faith, and of their behavior in questions of morals. 

One of the most fundamental of democratic principles sets conscience 
off limits to civil and political power. Consequently, all legislation which 
pretends to overstep the boundaries of conscience or to create conflicts between 
~he conscience of the vast majority of the citizens and the norms of social 
and political life, is prejudicial to the common good of the republic. 

Where such conflict exists, it is the clear duty of the citizen to heed above 
all the voice of his concience. And, since, on the one hand, the state confesses 
its own incompetence in matters of conscience, and, on the other hand, the 
overwhelming majority of the citizens has freely chosen the Church as the ar­
biter of its conscience, it must, consistently, heed the voice of the Church and 
refuse obdience to the state. 
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In such circumstances, there follow two consequences, which are at once 
absurd and inimical to the common and the rIght social order, to wit: 

1. That the nation would be composed, in its greater part, of delinquents 
and criminals; 

2. That, consequently, the state would find itself obliged to persecute and 
punish the vast majority of its citizens. 

Thus, instead of being the defender of the natural rights of the indi­
vidual- the freedom of conscience among them- the state will have become 
the persecutor of the consciences of thl! majority of the nation. And we shall 
have, ironically, returned to the times of N ero and Diocletian, persecuting Ca­
tholics under the guise of democracy and nationalism. 

CATHOLICISM AND PATRIOTISM 

It his become trite to hurl at Catholics the charge that they are unpat­
riotic. Nothing could be more false. We are tired of denying that slander. 
None can be deafer than he who does not want to hear .. 

"Render unto Caesar the things that are Caesar's, and to God the things 
that are God's, said Christ Our Lord without distinctions. And, St. Peter 
giving these words of the Lord their exact meaning, wrote to the faithful : 
"Be subject in all fear to your masters, not only to them that are good and 
humane, but also to them that are hard to bear." (I Pet., II, 18). 

We Catholics give to God the soul, which He has created and redeemed. 
We give to Caesar our earthly goods, our children, our blood and our very 
lives. We cannot give our souls to Caesar, and when Caesar demands our 
souls, we refuse, much t'o our regret. But when incensed by this refusal, Caesar 
demands our lives, albeit unjustly, we surrender our lives without complaint 
and without resistance. Witnesses? Our legions of martyrs. 

Catholics need take no lessons of patriotism from any body. For the rest 
treason is but a capital offense. For us, besides a capital crime, treason is also 
a mortal sin, which makes us liable not only to the death of the body but 
to eternal death, answerable not only before a human military court, but before 
the very judgment seat of God. 

Who, then, has a truer and more profound concept of patriotism? Or 
have we forgotten that the very name FATHERLAND is but an extension of 
the word FATHER, and that, consequently, the love of the Fatherland sinks 
its roots in the Fourth Commandment of God? 

THE BOUNDARIES OF NATIONALISM 

Nationalism is a good and holy thing. But like all things good and holy 
it may be abused and falsified, and then it degenerates into chauvinism. 
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In the natural order, nationalism touches' its boundary in that which 
affects the good of human society as such. The interests of mankind at large 
are prior and more sacred than the interests of any particular country. You 
and I are first of all men than Americans, Spaniards or Filipinos. That is why 
all sane persons condemn, and rightly so, the slogan "My country, right or 
wrong!" 

In the supernatural order, over and above nationalism, come the interests 
of God and of the Church founded by Him through his only-begotten Son, 
Jesus Christ. 

To doubt this, and to affirm that "my loyalty to my religion ends where 
my loyalty to my country begins" because "the country lives on forever, while 
religion is only an invention of men", is rimply to demonstrate a gross and 
supine ignorance. Likewise, to answer the query, "Which comes fir~t God or 
country?" with this smug reply, "Mr. Senator, you have a misconceptiin of 
religion", is to display a sublimely reckless &oftness of the brain. 

To say that if one were to choose between one's religion and one's country, 
one would not hesitate to choose one's country, only evidences a lamentable 
confusion of ideas and values. If the saying was meant only as a bait for the 
popular fancy, it is sorely out of place in the halls of Congress. 

Besides bing blasphemous, the utterances quoted above are also unpatriot­
ic. Our greatest heroes- Rizal and Mabini for instance- have always been at 
great pains to inculcate love of God above all things, and love of country after 
the love of God. 

The worst part of the whole business lies in the fact that these men who 
mouth such patently anti-Catholic utter;:nces, have the gall to present themselves 
as Catholics, even as "good" Catholics! 

THE CATHOLIC OBJECTION TO THE TWO NOVELS 

The fundamental objection to the NOLI ME TANGERE and EL FILI­
BUSTERISMO has been authoritatively and masterfully expressed in the 
Statement released by the Catholic Hierarchy of the Philippines, and which 
has been published in a full page by the metropolitan dailies on April 23rd. 

The objection is based on the fact that the two aforementioned novels are 
comprehend~d among the books enumerated as forbidden in Canon 1399 of the 
Code of Canon Law. 

This means that the NOLI and the FILI are forbidden to all faithful 
Catholics, even if they, or their author, are not mentioned explicitly by name 
in the index of forbidden books. If before there could be some doubts con­
cerning the prohibition of these books by the law itself, now, after the clear 
statement of the Catholic Hierarchy, there can be no doubts on the matter, at 
least practically. 
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"I AM A CATHOLIC, BUT . .. " 

Unfortunately, there are many baptized Catholics for whom the teachings 
and the laws of the Church carry little or no weight. The statemer.t of the 
Bishops foresees their emergence. During the public hearings and the debates 
in the Senate, a number of these Catholics have come out into the open, who 
say: "I, too, am a Catholic, but I can see no reason why these books are for· 
bidden." 

Such an attitude indicates a certain rebellion of the mind, which refuses 
to submit to the doctrinal authority of the Church. It is essentially a Protestant 
spirit, for it implies the pretension which would submit the magisterium of the 
Church to the private judgment and the free examination of the individual. 

It is not the case whether the individual sees or no the reason of a statute 
or of an enactment. The case is simply whether the competent authority has so 
ordained it or no. Would the distinguished senators entertain the follwing at­
titude : "Your Honours, I am a Filipino as much as you are, and I don't see 
why you have approved these laws. So, I shall pay no heed to tbem, and 
shall do as I please"? Would a judge tolerate the following excuse: "Your 
Honour, I am every bit a Filipino as you are, and I don't see why the laws 
of the country should forbid me from, and punish me for, killing this man who 
has robbed me and ruined me"? 

He who is a true son of the Church and is fully conscious of her divine 
character and of the Holy Ghost who tllumines and inspires her in all things 
touching faith and morals, heeds her voice and acts upon it, obeys not only 
her commandments but ' follows also her counsels. 

Those who pride themselves on being Catholics, and pay no attention to 
the admonishments of the Church, let them hear how the Divine Redeemer 
stigmatizes them. "He who hears you, hears Me; he who despises you, despises 
Me and He that sent Me." (Luke X, 16) " . .. and if he should not hear 
the Church, let him be to you as a gentile or publican." (Mat. XVIII, 17) 

THE SYSTEMATIC ATTACK AGAINST THE CHURCH 

There are those who contend that Rizal never attacked the Church directly. 
All he did was to censure the abuses and superstitions and the disedifying 
and scandalous behaviour of the friars and priests of his time. 

Others say that Rizal never pretended to teach Religion. He pretended 
to teach nationalism. As if it was necessary to write a book on religion in order 
to attack it. As if it was the first time that nationalism was ever used as a 
cloak to veil attacks in religion. 
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In other words, even if the author did not attack the Church directly, it 
would impossible to disprove that he did so indirectly and on the sly. An attack 
need not always be direct. On the contrary, the sly attack is all the more dan­
gerous because it is more insidious. The enemy is not so fearful when he 
declares himself and charges frontally and in the open. 

How does one attack the Church indirectly? By heaping scorn on abuses 
and supertitions without making it clear that these are abuses and supersti­
tIons. By rather making the ministers of the Church speak and behave as though 
lending official sanction to these practices which the Church herself has always 
condemned. By making it appear as if the good ministers were lonely ex­
ceptions and the evil ones as plentiful as mushrooms after a night's rain. 

One has to be inconceivably naive to think that the scorn heaped without 
distinctions on the uses and practices of a society wiLl not adversely affect the 
society itself. Or that by continuously throwing a bad light on the ministers 
of the Church, the Church herself will not be, in the end, placed in an evil 
light. 

And none is more convinced of the effectiveness of these tactics than 
men who are dedicated to the game of politics. When campaign time comes 
round, politicians do not waste their time attacking the opposing party in the 
abstract. No; they attack and ridicule the opposing candidates, for they are 
convinced that if these candidates lose face before the people, the opposite party 
is inevitably doomed. 

CANON 1399 

We shall here quote only the pertinent portions of this canonical provision: 
Can. 1399.- By the law itself are forbidden: . 

3. Books which on purpose (data opera) attack religion or good 
morals; ... 

6. Books which attack or ridicule any of the Catholic dogmas, or 
defend errors condemned by the Apostolic See, which disparage divine 
worship, which try to overthrow ecclesiastical discipline, and which pur­
posefully (data opera) affront the ecclesiastical hierarchy or the clerical or 
religious state; . . . 

I wish to note, first of all, that there is no exact English equivalent for 
the juridical expression "data opera" , which means the purpose or intention of 
the author, not as it exists in the mind, but as reyealed in his action and be­
hayiour. An author who, for instance, writes a book on travels, but loses no 
opportunity to attack repeatedly the Catholic Church, would fall squlrely under 
the category of an author who attacks religion "data opera". 

, Secondly, it is to be noted that in no. 6 the law omits the phrase "data 
opera" when enumerating books which attack or ridicule any of the Cathohc 
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dogmas or defend errors condemned by the Apostolic See, which disparage 
divine worship, which try to overthrow ecclesiastical discipline. In other words,' 
it is not required that a book should aim at attacking or ridiculing any Catholic 
dogma. It is enough that a book should contain attacks or ridicule ~n ~ny 
Catholic dogma, contain a defense of errors condemned by the Apostoltc See, 
contain a disparagement of divine worship, or contain an attempt to over­
throw ecclesiastical discipline. 

The aforementioned provisions, on the other hand, require that the at­
tack on religion, and the affront on the ecclesiastical hierarchy or the clerical 
or religious states be carried out "data opera". But these same provisions 
make no distinctions between direct and indirect attacks or affronts. 

There is a juridical maxim which states that we should not distinguish 
where the law does not distinguish. This juridical maxim has full lpplication 
where the aim of the law is not primarily to impose a punishment, but to 
prevent or preclude a common danger. 

The prevention of danger to faith and morals is the primary .lim of the 
prohibition of books. A danger which is all the greater where the attack IS 

veiled and dissimulated. 

DO THE TWO NOVELS FALL UNDER CANON 1399? 

We think they do. 

Although Rizal's avowed aim was not ro teach or disparage religion, these 
two books do contain passages against Catholic dogmas, disparagements of dl-

vine worship and of ecclesiastical discipline. The statement of the Catholic 
Hierarchy cites a few samples of such passages, and it is unnecessary for us to 
go over the same ground again. 

Again, an indirect attack on religion and the clerical and religious states 
is carried out data opera in the two books. They are written throughout in 
biting, satiric vein, at times crudely, at times subtly, yet losing no opportunity, 
but rather seeking opportunities to tah digs and throw barbs at religious prac 
tices and ministers without distinctions. 

Satire, we wish to point out, is a weapon so dangerous that it is nigh 
impossible to find a defense against it, so effective that usually it cures the 
disease by killing the patient. 

In passing we should like to add two footnotes to the statements made 
on the floor of the Senate by the present bill's co-author. 

Firstly, we wish to point out that the Code of Canon Law, under who$z 
provisions Dr. Rizal's two novels are presently found to be objectionable and 
forbidden, has been promulgated by the Holy See in 1917. Consequently, 
whatever documents and pieces of legislation the bill's co-author has presented 
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prior to 1917, are immaterial where they do not tally with the provisions of 
the present Code. Canon 6 expressly declares: 

All laws, whether universal or particular, which are contrary to the 
prescriptions of this Code, are abrogated, unless otherwise expressly declared 
concerning particular laws; . . . (Canon 6, 19) 

The bill's co.author, therefore, seems to us out-of-date. 

Secondly, when the same gentleman made on the floor of the Senate the 
assertion that from the Hirarchy's statement the novels of Rizal were here­
tical and Rizal himself a heretic, he made an unwarranted conclusion due 
to his unfamiliarity with canonical matters. 

The Code of Canon Law defines a heretic in the following words: 

Can. 1325- 2. If anyone, after leceiving baptism retains the name 
of Christian, but pertinaciously denies any of the truths which are to be 
believed with divine and Catholic faith, or doubts it, he is a he:etic, . . . 
(Underscoring ours) 

The element of pertinacity is essental for the crime of heresy, and to be quali­
fied as a heretic. The same element must be somehow found in a book In 

order to call it truly heretical. Pertinaciousness means a firm and unyielding 
frame of mind. Primarily it is found in a person. Secondarily and by deri­
vation it is found in a book when that book is a reflection of .1 heretical 
mind, that is to say, when the book is written with the avowed aim of teaching 
heresy. 

Since the Hierarchy never said that Rizal wrote the NOLl and FILl 
with the avowed aim of teaching heresy, but only that these books contained 
passages against Catholic dogma, it is unfair and unwarranted to draw the 
conclusion that the Hierarchy has. howsoever indirectly, branded Rizal's books 
heretical. The Hierarchy certainly knows it Canon Law better. 

Likewise, since we hold that Dr. Rizal has retracted his errors, the element 
of pertinaciousness is not there any longer. And, consequently, it is also un­
fair and unwarranted to make any Catholic say that he holds Dr. Rizal to be 
a heretic. 

IS THERE REASON TO FEAR? 

In the face of the evident anti-religious spirit of the novels- that is the 
pity of it, that genuine patriotic feelings should have been so mixed up with 
anti-religious expressions, when they should have been separated-a certain senator 
who was not a member of the Committe on Education, came out on the first 
of the public hearings saying that there was no need of being too apprehensive. 
We believe because we ought to believe; it is a question of faith, and our 
Catholic Faith is not based on arguments. Besides, the gates of hell shall not 
prevail against the Church. 
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There is here a confusion of thought. \Ve are not afraid for the Church, 
we fear for the individuals. There is a divine guarantee that the gates of hell 
shall not prevail against the Church, but there is no such guarantee that the gates 
of hell shall not prevail against individual Christians. Just as the Church her­
self is holy, yet there are many Christians who are wicked and sinful and criminal; 
so also the Faith of the Church is indefectible and unassailable, but many 
Christians may possibly lose their faith. There is a danger, not for the Church, 
but for the individual Christians. And it is these individual Christian.>, who are 
her children, that the Church would guard against the danger of losing thei r 
faith . 

Our Catholic Faith, though not motivated by arguments of reason, is 
reasonable nonetheless. Our faith is not a jump in the dark; rather wo! are told 
to examine the evidences of credibility. Divine Catholic faith does not destroy, 
it presupposes nature. That is why the act of faith is necssarily preceded by 
some predispositions in the intellect and in the will or affection. In the intellect, 
reasons that persuade the credibility of a truth; in the will, the good esteem and 
opinion that favourably incline us towards the faith. 

Destroy these prerequisites and faith shall waver. Catholic fa ith IS reason­
able. If by specious arguments you seemingly destroy its reasonableness, a man 
will be inclined to withdraw his assent. Similarly, faith is based on the words 
of a witness. But one does not believe a witness unless one trusts in him. If 
by satire and ridicule you destroy the trust of the people in the mi.nisters of 
God, they will sooner rather than later withdraw their acquiescence to the truths 
of God preached by these ministers, saying that these unworthy men cannot be 
representatives of God. 

INTELLECTUAL MATURITY? 

The proponents of the bill press their point fur~her by saying: Allay your 
fears, there is really no danger. The students are mature enough to evaluate in 
their right perspective the satirical tirades of the author. 

What have we to say to this argument of maturity? 

It is certainly flatteringly ticklish to the ears of the masses and ready-made 
to render thrn favourably disposed towards the bill. It is, withal, an argument 
worthy of the politician seeking after votes, but unworthy of the legislator who 
has to open his eyes to reality. 

If, as the proponents of the measure are fond of saying, these two novels 
are "the Gospel of the race", if they are the ripe fruit of Rizal's mature political 
thought, if they are the distilled quintessence of his genius, it should be evident 
that they shall require for their comprehension and understanding the same 
preparation, training, and maturity of thought which produced them. And 
if it so be so, then we must also admit that our young generation is a generation 
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of super-genIuses. Just think: these youngsters begin their intellectual career 
where the Great Malayan left off! If this is true, what need do our young 
boys have of going to school? Why not let them, instead, teach their teachers? 

Students may feel flattered to hear themselves described as intellectually 
mature. But deep in their own hearts, they don't believe it. Otherwise, why 
do they, of their own accord, go to school, and seek wise professors to en­
lighten and guide them? To be a student, and to be intellectually mature, are 
antithetical terms. A student is a human being in process of information. To 
be a student is be on the way to intellectual maturity. Intellectual maturity is 
the end of the voyage. And, please God, would that all students really arrive 
at that port after the official years of sailing the seas of knowledge and culture! 
With unerring insight and precise description Dr. Rizal has himself termed 
the youth, not the marure fruit, but only the "Fair Hope of the Fatherland". 

Let us be consistent to the end. If we are to grant our students the suf­
ficient penetration, insight and maturity of mind to distin£uish between arguments 
and clever sophistries, between solid facts and contrived appearances, maturity 
to assimilate Rizal the greatest genius of the race to date; then, let us grant 
thm, too, enough maturity to sail the seas of wisdom without charts, to learn 
Philosophy, Medicine, Botany, Physics, Chemistry, Mathematics, etc., all by 
themselves. Let us give them the books, period. Let us not require them to 
go to school, to attend lectures, nor to submit themselves to examinations by 
the government. To think me mature, and yet to impose these scholastic re­
quirements on me is an affront to my maturity! 

THE NOVELS OF DR. RIZAL TELL THE TRUTH 

One of the points on which the bill's co-author kept insisting upon was 
that the novels of Dr. Riz:ll presented the facts as they existed in his time. 

Whether Dr. Rizal presented the facts, the whole facts, and nothing but 
the facts, or whether he allowed himself a big or small leeway as a novelist to 
retouch the shape of history here, add a dash of colour there, and blow up 
things a little bit as required to keep the interest of the narrative tense and 
strung, is a matter for qualified historians to discuss. 

What we wish to point out here is that the whole point is immaterial and ir­
relevant. 

The prohibition of books is not primarily a qu.estion of t~uth or untruth. 
It is primarily a question of prudence and. precautIOn.. At t1ffies ~he danger 
of a book lies in its untruth . But there 15 no questIOn that at t1ffies truth 
can also be dangerous. There is a close censorship ~hrown around vital mili­
tary centers, not precisely to prevent false informatIOn, but to prevent true 
information from le,*ing out. 
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Again, disparagement of sacred things can and does result from the in­
tention and the manner of narrating true events. Abuses and superstitions 
may be criticized with dignity and decorum, and divine worship will not suffer 
disparagement thereby. But, as we have already noted before, ridicule and satire 
are highly dangerous forms of criticism; they frequently overshot their target. 
One need not tax nor stretch one's imagination to misconstrue the meaning 
of the author, even if we should grant him the best of intentions. 

That disparagement of religion and of divine worship can be done by a 
narration of truth is proven by the facr t.hat you can commit the crime of 
libel by telling the truth, by revealing a true defect which tends to bring a 
person into hatred or contempt or public shame. 

NOBODY WILL BELIEVE IT . . . ! 

Still others say: Let us not worry too much over the pernICIOUS effects 
of these novels. After all, the incidents narrated therein, whether false or true, 
are so ludicrous that aU they provoke is a good laugh, and nobody will take 
them seriously. 

Do we have to remind these people of that dictum attributed to Voltaire, 
and which is so full of diabolical psychology-Slander, slander, and keep on 
slandering; something shall always remain-? 

Do we have to remind them that no good son will ever tolerate an insult 
to the memory of his mother under the pretext that the insult is so cleverly 
done that it will make people laugh and nothing more? 

And do they really expect us Catholics to passively swallow the affronts 
heaped on our Mother the Church, under the flimsy excuse that these affronts 
are so brilliantly satirical that everybody will get a good belly laugh and nobody 
will believe them? 

Weare not so naive or simple, please! 

THE IMMEDIATE CONSEQUENCES OF THE 
PROHIBITION OF THESE NOVELS 

The immediate consequences of the prohibition of books are enumerated 
by canon law in the following words: 

Can. 1398.-§ 1. The prohibition of books implies that, without the 
required permission, they cannot be published, nor read, nor kept, nor sold, 
nor translated into another language, nor in any way communicated to 
others. 

§ 2. A book forbidden in any way cannot be published anew unless, 
after making the corrections, permission is granted by him who forbade 
it, or his Superior or successor. 
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No Catholic may, therefore, execute any of the acts enumerated above 
without previously obtaining the permission required therein. Canon law, by 
the way, obliges under pain of sin. 

The passage of Snate bill no. 438 would, to put it bluntly, be tantamount 
to compelling our Catholic students to commit sin. Let those among our legis­
lators who pride themselves on being Catholics reflect upon this, and realize 
the tremendous burden they are laying upon their own consciences. 

The obligation of previously obtaining permission to read a forbidden 
book falls squarely also upon those who, by reason of their solid training and 
virtue, might not be in danger from the reading of such books. This is the 
express provision of the law: 

Can. 21.-The laws given to guard against a general danger oblige, 
even if in a particular instance the danger should not exist. 

No true child of the Church, therefore, can presume on his own learning 
and virtue, and say to himself: I have the necessary studies and maturity of 
mind, there is no danger for me, I can read this forbidden book on my own 
responsibility. No. If he be a true Catholic, his duty is clear, he must first 
obtain the necessary permission from the competent ecclesiastical authority. 
It is the ecclesiastical authority, not the individual concerned, who is the judge 
on whether this particular person possesses or no the learning and virtue to 
render him immune to spiritual infection. 

REMOTE CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROHI­
BITION OF THE TWO NOVELS 

With the passage of Senate bill no. 438, some serious consequences wilf 
be in the offing. 

1. Suppose a Catholic student, heeding the dictates of his conscience, 
refuses to read the NOLI and the FILl, because he knows that after their dec­
laration as forbidden books, it would be a sin for him to read them. Can this 

student graduate? Yes? Then the law is useless, wet paper. No? Wouldn't 
it be unfair? Wouldn't it be penalizing him for being, in the last analysis, 
faithful to the dictates of his conscience? 

2. The Catholic teacher who is found obstructing or in any way cir­
cumventing the provision of said law is debarred from further teaching in 
any Government recognized school or university. Isn't this causing him a 
grievous harm by depriving him of his means of livelihood for being faithful 
to the dictates of his conscience? 

3. Isn't it an obvious contradiction to recognize a Catholic (or sec­
tarian) school as such, and then impose upon it something which is in direct 
contravention of its Catholic (or sectarian) principles? 
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4. After the official declaration of the prohibition of the two Rizalian 
novels, no Catholic school may enforce or even comply with the provision ·of 
the aforementioned law. Accordingly, the recognition of the school shall be 
immediately withdrawn by the Government, as provided for in the same law. 
Catholic schools shall be forced to close. In that case: 

(a) Will the closure of so many schools, where so many thousands 
of our Filipino youth receive their education, constitute a service or dis­
service to the country? 

(b) Is it wise, or even commonsensical, to deny all education to so 
many young people, not because one would deny them patriotic education, 
but simply because one is not agreeable to the manner and content of a 
particurar brand of patriotic education? All are agreed on giving patriotic 
education to our youth, But is it necessary, particularly in a democratic 
country, that we should all agree on the particulars of that patriotic edu­
cation? If it is necessary, then we subscribe to thought control. If it is 
not necessary, then what justification is there for this line of reasoning: 
These young people (who study in Catholic schools) are given this 
particular brand of patriotic education (viz. the compulsory reading of 
the NOLI and the FILI) . Therefore we shall deprive them completely 
of all education (by closing the Catholic schools). That is simply cutting 
off your head to spite your nose. 

(c) It is an acknowledged fact that private schools, many of them 
Catholic, have the highest standard in the country. Are the distinguished 
senators willing to shoulder the responsibility of the confusion and n:­
trogression which will follow in the wake of the closure of all private 
Catholic schools in the country? 

(d) Are they also willing, or have they means to take charge of the 
inevitable 'Void which will be created by the withdrawal of recognition from 
all Catholic schools, to absorb the thousands of students who will be "un­
employed" due to the closure of these schools, to provide them with th~ 
education, from the lowest to the highest grades, which the Catholic schoots 
were giving them at no cost to the Government? 

(e) Are the distinguished senators willing to face the resentment of 
these thousands of students who will be thus seriously inconvenienced Jr 
hampered in their studies, and the indignation of thousands of Catholic 
parents who are thereby also denied the exercise of their natural right to 
schools of their own choosing? 

(f) And last, but not least, are the distinguished senators ready to 
face the indictment that will surely be leveled at them of fostering, with­
out an urge7lt cause for so doing, the division among our people, at a 
time and period when the reconstruction and rehabilitation of our national 
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life and economy in these infant years of our independence demand more­
than ever that we remain closely knit and united? 

At one of the public hearings, a gentleman belonging to the other side­
of the fence had the temerity of warning us against causing a division of the 
people by forcing the issue between Rizal or the Church. 

That is a complete distortion of the facts. The Catholics have never pre· 
sented a bill to compel non-Catholics, Protestants or Free-masons to abstain 
from. reading these novels of Rizal. It is we who are being forced to swallow 
the compulsory reading of these two novels against the dictates of our cons · 
cience. We are not forcing the issue; the issue is being forced upon us. W;:. 
repudiate the blame that we are dividing the people by forcing them to choose 
between Rizal and the Church. From the Catholic viewpoint such a charge is 
utterly silly. We can never establish the alternative, Rizal or the Churcn. 
because we hold that Rizal retracted his errors and died in the bosom of the 
Church. 

If out of the present issue there should ever arise a division among our 
people, the blame must be laid elsewhere. 

The suggestion put forth on the Senate floor that the objectors to the 
proposed bill withdraw their opposition to pave the way for its constitutionality 
to be questioned before the Supreme Court, is irresponsible, to say the least. 
The suggestion implies carte blanche to the legislative chambers to pass laws 
without giving due regard to their constitutionality. It would mean, to carry 
the suggestion to its logical end, that the strongest argument for the passage 
of any law is to cast suspicion on its constitutionality, so that the question can 
be brought to the Supreme Court and settled once and for all. 

Congress should be the first place where unconstitutional bills ought to 
be killed or stopped. The power of the Supreme Court to declare unconsti­
tutional any law passed by Congress is intended to be the last defense against 
the encroachments of a Congress which has forgotten its duties. It was never 
designed to foster irresponsibility in Congress. 

THE UNCONSTITUTIONAL ATTEMPT AGAINST RELIGIOUS 
FREEDOM 

This Senate Bill no. 438 contains an obvious encroachment against the 
freedom of religious practice enjoined by the Constitution in most emphatic 
and strict terms: 

No law shall be made respecting an establishment of religion, or pro­
hibiting the free exercise thereof, and the free exercise and enjoyment of 
religious profession and worship, without discrimination or preference, shall 
for ever be allowed. (Art. III, (7) . 



-14-

It has already been pointed out previously that, in virtue of the official 
declaration of the prohibition of the two aforementioned novels, it is a sin to 
read them without the required permission from the ecclesiastical superior. 
This means that it is a sin for any Catholic student to read them without the 
permission, it is a sin for Catholic parents to allow their children to read the 
books, and it is a sin for Catholic school authorities to indiscriminately facili· 
tate their reading to Catholic students. When the State prescribes these books 
as compulsory reading it compels the Catholic students, the Catholic parents, 
the Catholic school authorities to commit sin. . 

If this be not an obvious encroachmen~ against the freedom of religious 
practice sanctioned by the Constitution, what is it? 

COMPULSORY READING BUT NOT COMPULSORY BELIEF (?) 

The proponents of the bill answer: It is only the reading of the novels 
that is compulsory; nobody is compeUed to believe what is contained in them. 
Or, as a certain senator avowed: There is no similarity between the present 
bill and the case of the Witness of Jehovah. The salute to the flag implied 
a pledge of loyalty to all that the flag stood for; while to read Rizal deos not 
imply acceptance of what he says or writes. 

This distinction is worthy of lesser brains, but not of the lawmakers of 
the country. 

In the first place, the prohibition of books forbids the 'Yer,), reading of the 
prohibited book. 

Can. 1398.---§ 1. The prohibition of books implies that. without the 
required permission; they cannot be published. nor read, nor kept, nor sold. 
nor translated into another language, nor in any way communicated to 

others. (Underscoring ours) 

The very fact of reading a forbidden book without due permission constitutes 
a sin. The distinction, therefore, between reading the book and accepting its 
contents, is totaUy out of place. 

In the second place, the distinction nullifies the very purpose of the bill 
as stated in the Explanatory Note. The students are required to read the two 
books in order to imbide and saturate themselves with the ideals and aspira­
tions of Rizal: 

Today, more than at any period of our history, there is a need for 
a re-dedication to the ideals of freedom and nationalism for which our 
heroes, from Dagohoy and Lapulapu to Rizal .. . , lived and died . . . 
It is, therefore, mete that in recalling them, particularly the national hero 
and patriot, Jose Rizal, we remember with special fondness and de'Yotion 
their words that have shaped the natbnal character. 
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Noli Me Tangere and El Filibusterismo must be read by all Filipinos. 
The')' must be taken to heart, for the in their pages we see ourselves as in 
a mirror . . . Only then would we become conscious as a people . 
(Underscoring ours, except for the titles of the novels) 

Can we re-dedicate ourselves to the ideals o£ freedom and nationalism for 
which Rizal lived and died, and which, presumably, are contained in the two 
novels under discussion, unless we believe in them, and accept them whole­
heartedly? How can anyone remember "with special fondness and devotion" 
the words of our heroes, particularly Dr. Jose Rizal, unless we believe in, and 
.accept, them? How can NOLI ME TANGERE and EL FILIBUSTERISMO 
"be raken to heart" unless they are believed in and accepted, and not merelv 
read? 

In the third place, the distinction goes against common sense I presume 
that the "reading" mentioned in the bill is intelligent reading, for to compel 
unintelligent reading would be the height of absurdity. Now, intelligent reading 
acquaints with the ideas of an author. The question, then, arises: What are 
we doing to do with these ideas? Accept them? We are told that we are not 
required to accept them. Reject them? Where would our respect for the 
national hero be? Besides why make us waste time gathering ideas which, after 
all, shall be thrown out? Remain indifferent to them? But, isn't that aiso a 
wasre of time and energy in reading, and of money in buying two books, which 
will not affect us one way or the other? Here, then, is a bill which when passed 
would become a law which would serve no purpose at all. If reading serves no 
purpose, why compel it? If a law is utterly purposeless, why pass it? 

The proponents of the bill immediately retort: Th'e purpose of the bill 
is to compel the students to "examine" the works if Rizal, without compromising 
them (the students) one way or another. 

Has it occurred to the supporters of the bill to ask themselves whether 
in a democratic republic a citizen may be compelled against his will to "examine" 
anything? Yes? Then by all means let us enact a law compelling the citizens 

if this country to "examine" the Catholic Faith, without in any way com­
promising their freedom to accept it or reject it after the compulsory examination 
has been effected. 

Besides, the purpose of bill no. 438 is undeniably to foster nationalism, 
patriotism and Filipinisrn. Now, since those who read the NOLI and the 
FILl are not compelled to believe or accept what is written in them, it is obvious 
that one can be a nationalist, patriot, and Filipino without belieying in the NOLI 
.and the FILl. Con5equently, one can be a nationalist, a patriot, and a Filipino 
without reading the NOLI and the FILl. Why, then, compel the reading of 
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these two books? If we recognize the right to reject what Rizal wrote, why 
not begin by recognizing the right not to read what Rizal wrote? 

Or they mean to say that nationalism, and patriotism and, Filipinism will 
just emerge magically at the mere material reading of these two novels? In 
short, that the NOLI and the FIll are a sort of, to put it bluntly, hocus pocus? 

Really, now! 

FR. ANTONIO PINON, O.P., PhD., S.T.L. 

(To be continued) 
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The Catholic Church by Rev. George Vromant, C.I.C.M. La imprenta 
Catholic School de Baguio ha publicado este folleto de 86 paginas (21/ 14 
centm.) patrocinado por la C. W. O. de Filipinas. 

Es un manual completo sobre la Iglesia : primero como Reino de Dios 
en la tierra: fundacion, visibilidad, pepetuidad, organizacion jerarquica; 
los obispos y el Papa, (al mismo tiempo de la ciudad vaticana y los diversos 
organismos de ella), la infalibilidad y las notas de la Iglesia. 

Despues como sociedad perfecta e independiente: deberes, derechos 
entre otros la educacion de la juventud, inmunidades y privilegios. 

Finalmente en cuanto es el Cuerpo mistico d<! J esucristo: Influencia 
de Cristo en los fieles; La Iglesia-el Cuerpo de Cristo; Cristo y los fieles 
y en fin Cristo y la J erarquia. 

i Ah si todos conocieran este librito ! I No se oirian tantos disparates 
en la prensa pronunciados por gente ignorante y atrevida, que habla de 10-
que no sabe. Tambien muchos tendrian un conocimiento mas ex acto de la 
doctrina que profesan y sabrian portarse como verdaderos catolicos, si 
verdaderamente quieren ser catolicos. 

P. F. O. 
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