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myself, Dr. Heschel and the Pope, was'

‘from an odd Englieh word for which. the

NOTES ‘'ON AUDIENCE WITH PAUL VI

1. The audience was btought about through great preseures exerted by

‘Cardinal Cushing, his diocesan official Mousignor Edward Marray, and
‘Mr. Sidney Raab (of Boston) and against’ the initial reluctance both of

cardinal Bea, cardinal cicognani, and of Pbpe Pnul. B

2. The appointment wvas 1n1tially fixed for Baturday, Bepgemher 12 by the

Maestro di Camers; Nagali Rocca, - When informed. that Dr. Beschel 'was not
.willtng ‘to travel on the sabbath Monsignor Murtay cabled. to. ‘Monsignor '

Rocca, who raadily changed the sppointed time and- fixed the ‘dudience for"
Monday, the 14th of September, at 12:00 houra, a short time after- che of=
ficial opening of the. third aession of the-Vacican Council. [

3. We were received very’ cordially by “the' Bope in his private etudy. The
Pope was in.quite 2 relaxed mood. The nly other person present ‘besides -

ung ‘American Monsignor Marcinkus,
s interpreter. Actually. 8patt
elasked a translation,

from the 8ecretariat of state, who dct

cerpreter had nnthlng more to do. }

be Dr. Heschel sat ‘at’ the side af the pope" dask 1 sat opponite the

‘Pope across the desk; ‘and the intarpretet stoed in the middle between br.
‘Heschel and the Pope. Dr. Heschel wore a- -dark- akullcap. The Pope was at’.
-ease, while Dr. Heschel sat.on the edge of “his chait, fidgeting, axttemely.

tense, and betraying great- nervouaneaa.

5. Dr. Eeschel began with a p:ayet in.Latin and in Hebrew wbich lasted
too long. The Qope, while looking appteciatively at the proceedinge, gave
clear impreaaion of wanting te gegin“ e aubstance of the. conversation.

6. Dr. Heschel then began to present 3 aubject. His introdl
what he wanted to say was too lomg, obaequious in manner, repetitious in
addressing the Pope innumerable times ab 'Your Holiness®, and lacked point.
and clarity. The face of the Pope betrayed that he did not reckon the style
and the 1ntroduetion as worth mueh in relation to tha centxal subject of

the proposed. audience, .Baschel‘s introduction also contained, .superfluous
and repeated refererices to the: acclaim that the Pope‘e addresses had had
throughout. thé world, One felt that this' ‘wae ‘not the purpose of the viait
and that the ceremonial should be already ‘over and done with; that there
vas too much delay in grappling with the questionn at hand, St

7. After the ﬁirst introductory rematka, the’ ?ope aaid that ha was ready

to listen, but that we should remember that the Council was a deliberative

body, one that made ite own’ decisions; and that he cannot impose on it in
any way. However, he ssid, he would be. willing to transmit any viawpoint
to the appropriate cemmission fot ulterior constderatiom. v




8. Dr. Heschel then brought hia remirks to ‘bear om. the go-~called "con-
version" passage in the new text of’ the Jewigh document, The statement
in this. passage, Dr. Beochel said; is ‘béund “to deﬁgat the purposs. which
this important declaration set out to accomplish. Dr. Heschel ‘thén quoted.
the passage as etating that the Church has "ynchanging. hope“ and -"ardent

;deeir@“ that the Jews will enter the Church, The Pope first axpresaed some
- wbhewilderment at this . remark. When Pr. Heachel repeated his assertion thdt
the passage. would créate & bad £mpressiop on public opinion, the Pope e~
cpiied politely ‘but forcefully; articulating each word clearly’ Pthis’ docu-

-ment; like all the. documente of the
. lowers of the Catholic Church and it
‘Church, No-ona outside the Church is obligated to accept and to, ﬁollaw the
-dogmas proposed. by Catholicism.” Then addressing himself directly to Dr.
_‘Eeschel, ‘he paid: "You do wot have to accept it, but w@ have to stdte our
,‘beliefa and What 1e taught by Scripcur,s »37- , _ = B nyvf'ﬁa=

_aconversation ‘and discussion. and; 1ndeeé,';
- this point: ‘should ‘have been. closed off, Bovaver, Dr. Heschel repeateﬂ his

~

s 4 confess that at thia point of nr. ﬂ,

Heschel specifieaily uged' theae worda) :
.a bad effecto o

10. n:. Heschel at this poin;,,
no ‘new. 1ins of development for: he: arg

ican Ceuncil is addresged to the fol-
expresses . the religious belies of that

9. Thase remarka of -the 2ope evaéantly w@re meant £0 close off any fu:ther
a?things ware, the. diecuasion at

remarks and them said that he
right to believe what.it wa 
However, .said Dr.’ Haschel, Q%Gubli 'relationa point ef view (aad Dr.

axbconwetaion" paaeage would have

che. isizemarks ny eyes sank #
ground becauaa I heaxd a Jew: speakiag to: the head of the Catholie church

-and bring in’ such: {rrelevant, unsuitable and alien considerations as gubl -
;rala:;gns in.a matter of the highest 1
Felt that he had introduced: an absolu

'nconneived 28 a golemn ‘confrontat

1igious import and- signiftcance, I
incongruous . element into a meeting

ion between a representative of ‘the Jewish

.thé- august haad of the catholic Church.

eopla and Jewish 4interests and

ewkignaﬂof frustration~ he. evidently had

At And it proceedeﬂ from this
0O only of the pame’ thoughte but of
the same words, He kept om returning igain and again €0: obsequﬁ“' remakks,
pointing ‘out: the ‘great publie rola :th “uncil had assumed in th orid,
and that: the pagsage, as it atoaﬂ, wmuld be#misunderatooa “He. had no rea~
soning, however, to apply to the Pope's’ argument. Aftex this, as ‘1 have

point to: degenaraee into a repetiti

_ aa&d th@re was metely ctrcular repetitton ef mords without any new content.

11. Tha Fape then wade: tmo a&ditional 'frks. Bitatly, too mnch pressure
from the’ auteids ‘had been exer “already, he said; and i€ such were to con-
¢inue, then there would: be dange ;(the Pope’s ‘very words) that the entire
declaration would have to be tabled. " Pry Heschel continned with the pame

_ epetitieusnesa ‘and with. an obviausly 1nereasad tension '{n his manner and
gaviﬂe the impressien that he\was squirming en the. edge of hia chaire :




G

to .witness such.a fruitless and empty :c
_Pope's’ time. at. euch an 1myortane momen

fhis was’ not, eertainly, the atmosPhere of a calm talk between two top-

 £11ght megotiatérs on a matter of moment and’ importance. I recall defini-

tely that I began to- feel: very fzuatrated and’ unhappy.at being called upon
onversation, We were consuming the
_ffl;he council's)opening, without

.being able ta make any subatantiallcdn

hava :efused ta 1isten

'audiehceuée’a halt) and he gave no indica( _‘

are: normally 1mposed -on guch. audtenceg" This, in my mind, 19 an 1ndication
: a T

of the attitude which tha Pope thad. o' coqing 1nto an audience:’“

cantinne, ahru gi, : ngc .
that my. only and mnst forceful(wish at ‘this moment was - that the: audience uould ‘]_,
"B me : ; : ‘could depart fram th ’Pbpe 3?atudy. _:

of thafc”nve sicu_passagaihad bee"' enit d
“und':eaaoning ehind hi ﬁ!f‘

he 'sake of bzeaking an “almost nérves -
'f*ghe conversation as £or the sake SRR

wraééinghregaiitiousnese and helpl
of tonching on.a vital poine of, the dec




Fupe speaks Erench ‘with: gzeater easa Hnd’ facility ‘than- Eﬂglish slthough
hia Eﬂglish'was qulte 1ntellig1ble and ‘correct. I posed the question
‘ D ; 4 ; ¢ aunderstanﬂingsvand‘ rovoke

confrol ed by
1i t ,arlamentaria



mainder of Dr. Heschel's, stay in Rome !

- doing 80 1 emitted ‘the. negagive elemen

~only repeated what had been said by Dry

to the religlous head of the Catholie Chiirch based on public: relations

was laughable if. it were not tragic and quasi-sacriligiaue. Por the siub-
jeet discusaeﬂ ‘was .sacred, The efféct ‘of ‘all this was that for ‘the re-
poka only the strictly. necegsary
to him, And I rvecall dafinitely that on leaving the Vatican, the words
that .came spontanaously to my mind. and ‘1ips-were gchilly chillul hashmaagyisrael
(the desecration of God's uame and‘of ,‘); : o

19, It was’ then fo surprise. to me’ when T was tcld by nnimpeachable
sources in the Vatican that the Pope, in gpeaking to Cardinal.Bea about .
the audience with Dr. Heschel, ‘said: ' "I'thought that I. wwould have to

‘negotiate with a man worthy of: himselffand:of his religion. Eowever...

Nor was it surprising to me when . anoth nfirmation: of, the same, thing,
came to me. f¥om. mggr. Edwa"‘ﬁbtray 'ﬁp taken a great part ineattanging
“the audiensa,immtgave a report to this ‘but, in

tive ¢lements .--"the Pope’s cardiality
the reception which was given to us, I 'ou
which had deprenaed ‘me 80 much. When Mr 3idney Raab of Boston arrived aome :
days later he told me. that Monsigno: Irray had - refused to: show him a report
(drawn up by the POpe) on the audience, saying that 1t would be better not .
to.show to you." There is no need to elaborate on what the report contained,’

’

a8 I was a- witness tc what had transpired. Q"

v20. nr. Heechel Ieft a memnranﬂum with the Fope before he left. auﬂ the

Pope: kindly promised to-transmit it to“ghe appropriate body. The memorandum
Hesehel during the interview« 1 find
it strange,fhowaver. that the only source-reference. quoted in’ this ‘memorandum

is .Sty Paulj.the Pope is .the head of’ th authotitative religious body,. 'the ;
Catholic Church, which claims to be ‘the interpreter’of what $t. Paul

meant: and. means. for men. To cite 8t. P ‘in‘gupport of an opposite thesis
to that -of. the: ?ope ‘s to’ challenge che Pbpe‘, claim to ba the. unique author+«
ity . _ ‘ Fa ,

:“

21, To- eummarize ‘a1l thie, in a: few wnrds. Dr Heachel's manner, first of
all, was raplete 'with obsequious ! repetitioue traits, reminding one of some
miserable man. eoming to plead with the?grest ‘£ot: his, few. poseeesions. Bis

’argumenta were ‘nil except for the, egrégious blunder and’indelicacy of ap-

pealing to a, ‘Madison Avenué motiv 2 for changing what the _Pope ‘stated- openly
to be immutable catholic doctrine. R






