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THE VATICANY ZIONISNK, A.'D ISRAEL - KYTHS AI'D REALITIES
By Rabbi llarc H. Tanenbaum

(Raboa Tanenbaum, director of intern-tionel relations of the Ameeican
Jewish Committee, 1s a widely-regarded expert on Vatican-Jewish relations.
For 25 years he served as AJC's national interrellgious affairs director,
pioneering in vartually every aspect -f Jewisk-Christian relations.
He was the only rabbi present as guest observer at Vatican Council II,
and was an organizer of the International J.wish Com 1ttee on Interreligion
Relatacns (IJCIC) which relates to the Vatican and the World Council of
Churches.)

It 18 1mpossible to understand the current state of Vatican-Israeli
relations without having a sound, balanced knowledge of the history
of the Vatican's attitudes and polieies toward Judaism, the Jewish
people, Zionism and the State of Israel.

Contrary to some conventional wisdom, that history has not been

stetie. As—ypercerved Im SUme—~Jewish guarters, ?he Vatican's views and

actions have not been one of unrelieved anti-Semitism, anti-Zionism,
nor of unamlﬁzg;oua opposition to the creation of the Ss&ate of Isfael.
And 1n one of the areas of greatest emotion-and misunderstanding - the
Vatican's policies have not been fixed on the territorial internation-
alization of cthe entire city of Jerusalem.

This paper intends to sketch the evolution and chan-es of
Vatican policies toward Zionism and Israel, sugsesting that such
comprehension 1s essential for any reallstmc)aa&-resppnsfﬁiﬁfggdigggy
for cemstmretsve dealing with the present situation. A
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I — PHASE T - VATICAN'S FIRN OPPOSIIION TO ZICHISM AT ISRAEL

From the inception of the Zionist movement in the late 1890s down to
the creation of the State of Israel in 1947-48, the Vatican was

mainly opposed to Zionism and 1ts central objective - the establishment
of a Jecwish State in the Holy Land. The word "mainly" 1s indéended

as a qualifier beczuse, in the context of ceneral opposivion during
this period, there were some Papal and Vatican stategpents which

were sympathetic to Zionism's purposes of creating a Jewish state

in Palestine.

That historic pattern of ambavalence - demial/affirmation - becomes
iamportant for an understandang of the later evolution of Vatican
policies toward the State of Israel, and 1n particular, to the status
of the caty of Jeru-alem.

It seems clear taat the Vatican's early opposition to Zionism and
to the Jewash otate was based on (&) theological reasons, (b) hisvorica:
reasons; X2 1.e., Chrastian claims to"own"Palestine since the days f&
; and (¢) socio-political reasons;
1.e., theg i1ntense pressures from Arab Chrisiians and theair fear of
reprascls from the Arab-luslaim world.
THEOLOGICAL REASONS FOR OPPOSITION

On WMay 19,1896 - three months after the appeerance of The Jewash
State, lfheodor Herzl had an intervaiew with Lsgr. Antonio Agliardi, the
Papal Nuncio in Vienne, for the purpose of enlisting the support
of thc Catholic Church for the Zionist movement. BEerzl explained to
Agliardl that he did not want a Jewish "kingdop" in the Holy Lend and
that he would be prepared to accord extraterritorial status to the
holy places. According to Herzl's Diaries, tie Nuncio gave him & cold
reception.

Herzl persisted in his efforts to win Catholic support.

On January 22, 1904, he wes receaved by Rafael Cardinal Merry del Val,

the Papal Secretary of State. The Cardinal made 1t clear xhxx to Herzl
that the Church could not allow the Jew#s to take possession of the

HOly Land as long .s they denied the éivinity of Jesus Christ.

In response to Herzl's assurances that the holy places could
have extraterrmtorizl stztus, Cardinal I’erry del Val said that the

holy places could not be regarded as entities separaté from the Holy

—

s e

1. Encyclopedia bf Zionism zad Israel (lerzl Press end McGraw-Hill, 197
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Land. Three days later on January 25, Herzl held a lengthy audience
with Pope Paus X (1903-1914), who had assumed the Papacy the year before.
While Paus X had good personal relations with the Jews , he too told
Hcrzl that the Church could not favor Israel's return to Zion as long
as the Jews did not accept Jesus as the Savior. In his Biaries, Herzl
quotes the Pope s havihg said:
"We cannot prevent the Juw.s from going to Jerusalem but we could
never sanction 1t....The Jews have not recognizec our Lord; therefore
we cannot recognize the Jewish reople.”
Herzl then pointed to the fact that the Ottoman overlordd of
Palestine also were not Chrastians. The Pope replied:
"I know, 1t as not pleasant to see the Turks in possession of our
Holy Flaces. YWe saimply have to put up wich that. But to support the
Jewa 1n the acquasition of the Holy Places, thet we cannot dol"
"If you come to Palestine and sctile your people there," the
Pope then sz2i1d to Herzl, " we mant to have churches and priests ready
to baptize all of you."
Quite possibly to soften the effedt of Vaticun rejection, Cardinal
lerry del Val, in a meeting several weeks later, promised Heag;'s close

associate Heinrich York-Steiner that a1f all the Jews wanted X® to be
"admitted" to the land oI their ancestors, he would regard that as a

"humanitarian" gndeavor and would not impede their efforts to found
colonies 1n ﬁﬁggstlne.

The Vatican's general opposition to Zionism and to a Jewash
State - based primarily on theological grounds - thus dominated the
Holy® See's policies from the late 1890s until the end of World War I.
X HISTORIC REASONS FOR CPPOSITION TO ZIORISM/ISRAEL

The Holy See's opposition to the establishment of Jewaish
sovereignty over the Holy Land has been traced by some scholars
to "a Catholic nostalgia for the Crusades." In his landmark study,
Israel and the Holy Places of Christendom,” Dr. Walter Zander (Praegar
Publishers, 1971), cites the writings of a Catholic authority, Pascal
Ralda, "who considered 1t providential tnet 'Jerusalem was held under
the domination of Italy, Frgneg and England {(in this order!), 'the

three nations who had played so great a part an the Holy Wars', and
who looked forward to 'the renewal of the splendours of the first

century of the Trusades.' "



- 3 -

Zander observes that "of the twain iceals wiich had domineted
the Crudades," one wa:z "the liberation of the Christian sanctuaries"
from the ruling Noslem "infidels &nd heathens." That zoal had
beun reelized by tnc combined efforss of the Allies through thear
defeat of the Ottoman Turks in World War I. The second goal:

Rome set 1tself to the task of EmXLxIkyimxgix reestablishment of
Latin Christianity in Palestine.
Orizinally, Rome the Vatican officially entrusted Franee

witih the role of protector of Catholic interests in the levant,
and urged France to become the protector over the Holy Land.
When the Palestine Nandate was ultimately givem to (Protestant)
Great Bri&gin, the Vatican atiempted to secure a leading influence
of Catholic countries in the control of the Holy Places.

Ironically, the Gospels do not convain any obligation
for the Chraistian to make a pilagiiage to Jerusalem or the Holy
kmz land. There 1s no conaection between Chrlstqin salvation
and Chrastian control or domination of the Holy Land. As Dr. Zander
documents, many of the Church Fathers denied that pilgimages
to the Holy land established a special spiritual link with Christ
which could not be achieved elsewhere, and therefore such linkage
with Palestine was not a special way to salvation.

Thus, among numerous references cited, St. Augustine (354-

430 CE) proclaimed: "God is indeed everywhere, and ie who created
all things 1s not contained or shut ain by any one place."

The Church Fathers were debating the spiritual value
of pilgrmmages at the time when Jerusalem was part of the Byzantaine

Empire and belonged, therefore, to the Christian wordd. Saince
Constaﬂt&ne the Great hed accepted Chrastianity as the religion

of the Roman Empire, the Goverament which controlled the Holy Places
had been Christian. Z2Zhe ce (=)

The situation changed, however, 1n.§38(ﬁ£;;_;£;/Araba

conquered Jerusalem under Cajiph Omar. For hhe first tiwe the Chrast-
1an world was f£aced with the fact that 1ts most sacred shrines were
in the hands Of“lnfldElB:’The responee of the Crusaders was that the
Holy Land had to be reconqguered by force #nd to be ruled b7 a
Christian kingdom.

It took several centuries for this attitude to develop.

The struggle bet.'ecn the Arabs and the West which extended from
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Spain, over the lMediterraneen, to the Lordurs of the Byzantine Empare,
was not conceaved at first in rellﬂlous terms. In the Eaa:la change
occurred in the teath century when the Byzantine armies under the
Cmperors .;acephorus and Jean Tzimesces, advanced into Syria and Galilee,
teking liverias, lazareth, and Caesarea.

In "Ine Hastory of the Grusades," 3ir Steven Ru.ciman wrote: u

"Up %0 thdt vime, there was no grezter merit in dyings in battle for t
protection of the Empire agiinst the 1.fidel Arab than &g inst the
Christviar Bulgar; nor dad the Church make any dlstlnctlon.w gt both
(Cuperors) liaceplorus and Jounn declared that the strug le/mow for the
5lony of Chrastendon, for the rescue of che oly Places, and for the

e s —— —— et

destruction of Islam... i"lcephorus emphasiged that trex his wars ere e
“hristaian wars....ha_g___h;mgg;f as a Chrastian champion, and even threate
ed to march on lkecca to establaish there the throne of Crrist." 7
In the Yest, up to the begimuning of the 11lth cerntury, the Christiar
prippnes in the North oﬁ@paln vere hardly consciaious of the fact that 'they
were involved in the sacred task of defending the ChurckL'. It was hhe
Order of2 Cluny that brought about & chenge. Uander 1ts 1nfluence a
Cliristian renaiss-nce spread through France andéd Spéin, uaising all forces

and g1ving them the dynamic convictio.. thet war a_sinst the infilCels was
a sacred duty for the CLristaan. Tne i1dee develoyed of a Christian LHoly
War agzmi a;a2inst the uabelievers, a war whach '.ould _ive the soldders
of Chrast foglglveneau for Siear sips and cternal reward.
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PHASE II - VADTTAN'S A TTVASEYT SUPNORT CF ZIONIS!/ISRATI, 1917-

3ar ltark 3Sykes, the Tritish daplomat vho nejotiatcé the Sykess
Picot ...reement of 1916 with France, and himself a disti nguished
Cztholac layman, went to Rome to sound out tle Vatican on 1ts etiitude
towerd having Protestent Frissin rather than France - .kich was oificazlly
entrveted by the Vatacan as protector of Jrtholic interescts in the
Levant - assume the protedtorate over the lHol Land\gn Apral 11, 1917,
Sykes met wich hssr. Bugenio Pacella (lozer Tope Pavs ¥XIT, 1939-58),
v.0o vas then Uader-secretary for Extreaordinary Ar.zaird at .he rapal

Secre tariat of State. A fcv days lacer, he nad an mudience with Pope
Tenedact XV (1914-22). From vhese .alks sykes assumed that the Vaticgn
was ready so accept Praitain as the mancakrory pover in Falestine.

Accordin, to She £:23,clo.edra of zionism end Isracl (p.1083),
"Sykes used his anfluence ¢s & distizguished Catholic layman to explaan
to Vatican cutuorities that Zionism would not clash with Chrastian or
Catnolaic waishes concernin, the holy places in Falestine."

At Sykes' susggeswaon, Pacelll receaved Nahum Sokolow on April 29,
1917, when Sokolow :ame to Rowe on behalf of the ZlonlstfﬁxecuSLVE to
seek Vati:an support for the planned Jewash National Home in Palestane,
Pacelll vwas intercesced@d but insisted that the Zionis.s stay clear of an
grea extending well beyond the holy places. On Iay 1, Sokolow was receivec
by the Papal Secretary of Sta.e, Pietro Cardinal Gasparri. Gaspafg also
discussed the holy places and claimed for the Church a "reserved zone"
(simailar to the one provided for in the Sykes-Picot Agreement), includéang
not only Jerusalem but also Bethlehem, Nazareth, and i1ts en¥irons,

Iyberias and Jericho. AS LONG A3 THE VATICAN'S REQUIREMENIDS wERE MEI}‘
GASPAR&I SAID 10 SOKOLOW’,THE HOLY SE_- WISHED Thf ZIONIS23 WELL IN THLIR
ATTEIPT TO SET UP A SIATE IN RALESTINE. When Sokolow said that the Zionis
wanted only an "autonomous home," GASPARII ASSUREIL IIN THAT HE MIGHT COUN!
ON Eo SWNPATHY OF THE CHURCH.

On May 8, 1917, Sokolow was received in private audience by
Benedict XV. Aware of Bri&ain's interest in Zioni.m, the Pope listened
attentavely to Sokolow and declared that THE REIURN OF TEE JEWS TO
PATESTINE VAS A MIRACULOUS LVENT AND IN KEEPING WITH GOD'S WILL. As for
the holy places, he szid he had no doubt that = satisfactory arrangement

could be worked out. "YES,YE3," he told Sokolow, "I EELIEVE WE SHALL
BE GOOD NEIGHBORS."




The Pope also said

"The problem of the Holy Places 1s for us of extraordinary
ioportance. The holy riohts must be protvected. We will setvle this
between the Chwmch and the Grest Powers. It 1s necessary that you
regpect those ragnts ain all their extent."
Sokolow gave sssupa:ce t.at the Zionmists would (espect the holy places
and the =audience ended wi.h mutual assurances of uhderstanding.

On the strength of Sokolow's report, Chaim Weizzann felt justi-
faied 1n't§111ng a Zionist conference in London that the Church would
not op.ose Zionist @21} in Palestaine.

The assuance of the Falfour Declaration in November 1917 -
due 1n large measure to Sir kark OSykes' "faith and energy" - and
Gen. Edmund H. Z. Allcnby's conquest of Jerusalem apparently stirred
misgivines in the Vatitan concemning the safety of the holy places
under the new regime in ralestine. The Vatvican was epprehensive
that Palestine would not oe placed under INTERNATIO"AL RULE, as
envisioned in the Sykes-Picot Agreement. =y Decemver 1317, Pope
Benedict XV had expressed his concern to De $alis, the DBraitash
Representative to the Holy See, lest THE JE+v5 GAIN DIRECT CUNIROL
OVER PALEJSTIKE'3 AFPTAIRC 20 THE DETRIMENT OF CHRISTIAN INTERESTS.

When Syxes revisited que an the wainter of 1918, he noted
a marked change in the Vatican's attitude towerd Zionism. HE TiOW
FOUND CARDINAL GASPARRI IHOROUGHLY UNSYMPATEHTIC. On Narch 1, 1919,
the Tablet publisncd a denial of reports that the Pégbe had ever
supported Zionism. On Harch 10, 1919, while the peace confrence was
meetiun_ i1n Paris, Pope Eenedict told a secret consistory in Rome e
that "I WOULD EE FCR U3 AID ALL CHRIST[AI'3 A BITTER GRIEF IF UNBELIEV
ERS IN PALEGTINE YERDC PUT INfO A SUTERTOR OR IJORE PRIVILEGED PUSITION.
Although the Pope did not gpecify who the "unbelievers" were, he was
evidently seeking to* influence the peace conference to the end that
JEWS WOULD NOT =E GIVEX A PRETCITT 'ANT POSITION IN PALESTIKRE.

The Vaticzn was probably ready to accept a Eritish Mandate,
PUT WITH KO PRIVILEGES FOR THE ZIOWISIS ANDZ, PREFERABLY, WITH
INTERNATICNAL STATUS FOR TEE HOLY PLACES. The Pope had probably been
influenced by the reports sent to him from Engkand by Francis Cardinal

Pourne, who had visited Palestine in that period and wrote anti-Zionls

letvers also to Forei_n Secretary Arthur James Falfour and Prine
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1anaster DPovad Ilo,4 Geor_e. The Eratish gover. mefit _ave 2ssurances
to tie Jeiizan on Sic safeg,.&rdang ox Zccholic 12TCssST3 1n the
kol, 1laces, 1in cas€ =ritcin acre to receive ti.e mandate, bus 1t
stene okt Gl VJA2IZTALN 32110 ZRSEIXLD 2o ITL RUTIVIALIZATILN CR
= Aol e

(2he fgGret Sykes-Picot 3 reemexrt blgg»o by Xrampez Tritain and
Trance 1n>lg?6, proposed the division of the Cttowan Zmprre bet /ecn
tue three prancapal L..teate :owers, Lritai.., .Jraacce, and Rusgiz.
stuszia claimed uon;tantljogle and tredtraits, Truace claivred fbsul
2..d Greater 3yrie (wiich 1t undersvudd to 1anclude e2ll Falestine),
wlille lriteln ®w'.7ed to crelte &n inae.endent Arab state in the
1aterior o%?yrla and Mesopotamia. fhe 3,ge.-P12ot A rverent proviced
thet “alesvine, south of Frenc..-contpollca Le¥anon down 1o & line
runaang 1rom Gaze Lo Gl Icad oea, wus to be cet apart zs an
"i1usvernsvional zone" uose administration wa. to be decided after
consultation with Russia cnd other Lntente allies. The Y7atvican
su_,orted this plen for Tne internationalization of I‘alestine -
a2t least for severel years.)

Ir April 1920, the Jan Iemo Jonference awarded the Palestine
Il.eadave to Greet “raitcin, subject to the a_.proval of the League of
ievaions. On April 26, 1320, the Vata:.n made known 1ts fe rs thet
JZ ISI LIZMCHI L FTGITVEECOIE PREDOKINAGIM I " AL LTINE ULIER BRITILH
.UIZ. ’hese fears were discussec in Cetholic carcles even in En_land,
where the anti-Zionist Cardinal Zourne told a nctionwide latholac
conf. rence in LJVLr¥OOl the t "A =W I'OI'=C.T. DIAN TI' 1IUEIZE WAS REING
LA.E&ERAT Y LET UL T HD TALWD LEllS. JOUNLEc-: GE LRATIUNS OF

CARTLIZT. I HAT LLUMGEL AT OTRIVEN 0 Cwil A IOF=CARISTIAN POEER.™

Py whis vaime She Vasiican ayue red to heave beun influenced
by the FEAR OF COMAWNMISM. In 1921 represenzetives of vhe Z10nisT
movement visaitinz Rome were iniformed by & Votican spodesman thet the Hol;
3e2 €14 not wish 3o "ASSIST ML JT IsH RALCEZ : aICE IS TE~EATEZL VIDMH
1o AVOLLDIURARY ALY CUZLLIVUS 517 3IP," 00 GAIZ S.NIROL OVER T4C HOLY
LALT. Ihe Ffo,e clearly had been 1&&rusaed by anti-Semitic reports theat
the Jeish pioneers were DBolshevists who were scekxaing to establiash
2 Communist regaime 1n t2lestine.

In June 1921, Pone Llcuedict SV protested thot THE ZHRILTIANS

I P=IZ 7100 WERE M0V “WCRSE o0 AN UUISR PURLISH RBLE A'T TALIZD O

[Py S
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G2IAN 574 Do, 3A LU I0 ART  OI'-CATAOLIC
PC 1wIE & JOIRD PRIZLY IC UE [EAGKE OF PNTILNS 14 OXER 10
SRLRISP BE ARTVNDL LT S HOZY SED 1. 227 IWlY PLASES. He dad thas

dtsoparse repeevel assure i2es irom vhe Tritish that they would

5 e - x: I T
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rfford emple prozeztidon vo ke hol, places fac Ykhat, a&s Sir Ronald
Storrs put 1t %o Tne Io.e, KD <2 L wu'lD ILJER IV PLAITTED TO
"DLIIRAIE" DL, Bo Y Z1AZES.

Topes Pe.edict XV cand FIus XI (1322-32) were furtu.r iafluenced
acainst the Braitish zané the Jewo by lurid reporcs from lisgr. luifa
Parlassina, latin Tatrier:h of Jerucelem. Jarlassina, WHC OVIRLUOKED
I'D CTPORT ITY TORSIDELRITE T 'T AR FS5u ClDGROBAT AUD VADICAKR
\"TICES 2Ll IEE BALROGR DESLARALIUN &40 LIABIDT TEE JE .3 70 Cull
CUT OPEI: EESialhiiT VLR Yo SeUDPsk & & BBUBIXENOF 2I.1°," that some
kaibbutzaixz 15 Pelesbine vere run acsordin; to €.treme Commvaist
principles, ané thct Jernzalem alone hov rad 500 prostituses.

In :he spran_ of 1922, teizmana &r:ivea in Rome ¢o help undo the
dimege causge by Lerlassina's reports. He had two an.crviews wath
Cerdinal CGasparri, whovas still Papel Jecrutary of Stare. GASPARRI
AS3URLD WLIZWA ~ 20T 3T VARICAT DID 0T VFI'0.L A JE 13H NAJIURAL

2 Al R rALES2T.C, 25, TEDSR T T Del T 30,70 OF JOR-dXE .1SH
CO.3 WIlIno L. L TASPSATLCUARD.L £ S92 AT (1 Jhvo WERE J02
2I/ & "PRIVILIGED P T JURSINTHE COUTIIY:

Ac:ording to weizmwanua's wemoirs, Irial and Error, 1t seemed

to him that Gasparra somehow copsidered t.e 'orld Zionist .rgenzzation
2 brame!* of Bbritein's Pclestine govern.ent. aAfter 'eizmann had reportec
to Gasperri on Je 'i.h settlement and recoastruction work in Palcstace,
tasparril reuarked tiat he was not worried about Jewish settlement
in the Holy Lend. "It 1s your unaver-ity chat I fear," tie C:rdanal
said, referring to the nebrew Unlveralﬁ? of Jerusalem. In a note to
the Bricish Embassy, Gasparri stressed a,ain that "[HE HOLY SEL
DUE3 TCT CITO0SE THE ACQJUISITICN EY Zul JE'S IN PALESIINE OF EQUAL
CIVIL RIGHTS" BUT [3ELT IT COTLD NOT C.XSENT TO GIYE THE JEWS A
POIITION OF PREVOIDCIANCEf LDT ALOM: /GREE TO THE CREATION OF A
L ISH STATE. o the League

In May 1922, r1t1sh Mendate
of Tztions Coupeirl, W-21

Gapparrl submitted & memorandum t
ch w.s then Bbout to ratify the B
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L_ﬂ:{:ﬁ\Pé.le&:“l::Lm=.', protesting thafd the BREATION OF A JEWISH

NATIONM/HOME IN PALESTINE UNDER THE BALFOUR DECLP({ATION GAVE THE ZIONIS;[;
"A PRIVILEGEDNQAPOSITION." The theme wdS REpEARED ONJLune 1 by
L'Ogservatore Rdmano, kthe semioffaicial Vatican a(loer. which agreed

to the B&itish Mandater:n principafe but DEMANDED ODI?IEE?’IONS IN BHE
DECLARATAION BECAUSE ZIONISM WOULD BE DBTRIMENTAL TO PE IN PALESTINE
AND $\OULD ROB THE NARIVE JPOPULA TATON OFK ITS & BSGHTS..,

On Dege. 11, 1922, Bope Pius XI (1922-39), in an allocutisn at a
secret cons:.sto_z@ made a special reference to the q@s@on of the
holy places and# the Qﬁghts off The Holy Sed,' ch SHOUID, BE PROTECTED
NOT ONLY AGAINST ZJEWS AND WMNBELIEVERS BUTJ ALSO AGAINST ALL OTHER
NON-CATHOLIC RELIGIONS. At a seﬂre}gggﬁﬁlstory\"ﬂl M;aybizg. 1923, he
declared £ that the Church qou{d DEND/{HE "UND AL:E. OBVIOUS AND
OVERRHELMING REGHTS OF CEHOLICISM TO THE HOLY PLACES IN PALESTINE." In
a papal bull of May 1924, he again h{_‘lled oiﬂ't:heF soluti n of i@e
prb}_jj:lem of ﬂthe holy places IN ACHORDANCE WIT@I CATHOLIC INTERBSTS.K

When Benito Mussolini's Fascist Party first assumed power in Italy
(October 1922), 11:51 attitude 'bdrwz\a.:‘rﬁ Zionism was cool. ON VARIOUS
OCCASIONS, BHE VATICAN EXERTED PRESSURE ON THE MESSOLINI GOVERNME
TO TAKE AN ANTXLZIONIST STAND. Later, Marchese Alberggo Theodol, the
Italn‘%n Representative ta the League of Nations Permanent Mandates
Commission assumed an ANTI-ZIONIST POSITION, claiming to YROTECT THE.
RIGHTS OF %THE CATHOLICS 1IN PALESTINE.E In 1927 Mussolina ‘@ld Victorg
Jacobson that he had to take finto account X'lahe fe’é@_llngs ofhhs"neighbdd"
(1 .e., the Vatican), WHICH WAS IMPLACABLY OPPOSED TO ZIONISﬁf ASPIRATIONS.

Meangwhile, VATICAN OFEICIAL 5 AND HIGHLKXY PLACED CHUFYQH CIRGLER
CONTINUEDXEAXHERXX THEIR CA:_MPAIGN AGAINST ZJONISM. Ba%lass:l.nal. now a
cardinal and papal representative in Jerusalem, algeged thatfthe
ZIONISTS WERE DRIVING ARAB WORKERS OUT AND REPLACING THEM WITH 7
THOUSANDS OF THEIR"ZCORELIGIONISTS FROM JRUSSIA."

Late in November 1929, L'OSSERVATORE ROMANO CARRIED ANf EDITORIAL
HEADLINE@D, "THE JEWISH DANGER THREATRANING THE ENTIRE WORLD.® The Oct. 3,
1936, 188u8 off b Femiit ﬂqao;gar , Ci¥vilta Catt#dlica, gEZxxgx which was
close fdo the Holy See, said f that "THE EEWS CONSTTBUTE A SERIOUS AND
PERMANENT DANGERTO SOCIETY..." Another issue of that year said, "Zionism
mightf offer a way out, but ¥ne creation of A JEWISH STATE WOULD INCREASE
THE JEWISH MENACE." IN AN EDITORIAL (APRIL 2,1938) RHE SAME JPAPER
SUGGESTED THAT THE BESm THING FORi#‘HE JEWS TO DO WAS TO RELINQUISE THEIR

~CLAINMS ON PALESTI]NE AND, IF R POSSIBLEK, LEAVE THE COUNTLRY ALROGEBHER.

L
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M CLVILTA CATTOLICA] WAS TO BE SINGUL AYRLXY CONSISTENT IN ITS OPPOSITION

K

pre

or*

T0 ZIONISM AND LATER TO ISRAEL. (IT HAD A RECORD OF ANTI-SEMITISM,
GOING BACK TO THE 188Qs, WHEN IT PUBLISHED OUMR%}GHTK RCCUSATIONS
OF KRITUAL MURDER AGAINST THRE JEWS.) o wheig Wt

Mhe Vatican{s firm opposition to a Jewish National Home in
Palestine was reiterated é@?rceﬂnlly between the summer of 1943 and
the summer of 1944, When the Second World Was was clearly going the
Allies' way. According to Prof. Silvio Ferrari*?, Cardinal Luigi
Maglionik, Vakican Secretary of State, wrote a letadr %& on May 18,1043,
£&3 Amléiﬁo Cardlnégi Cicognani, APostolic Delegate in Washington,
1nstr§9c£@}ng ﬂhlm to inform the U %K'Government that Catholics
throughoutd the wqglg)"could not but be wounded in sheir religious 7
prides SHOULD PALESTINE BE HANDED OVER XX TO THE JEW?bR BE"PLACED /favu
VIRTUALLY UNDER THEIR CONTROL."

In what will come as a sq:rprlsen to many Jews(and Christians),

Msgr. Angq}lo Roncalla, then A postolic Déi}egate to Istanbul and
laker Pope John XXIII (1958- 63), held similar but less ﬂhawklsh
opinions as expressed in a letter to Cardinal Maglioni , Bept. 4, 1943.
This would show lth$t the Vatican Secretary of State’ s line mq&j with
the approval of fahe Vatican diplomats most actively 1ﬁnvoléﬁ in helping
save Jews during the Nazi holocaust. Prof. Ferrari comments tnat
"this 1eads us to the concludion backed P by other documentsg* that
the Vatlcanfé OPPOSITION TO THE CREATION OF A JEWISH STATE IN THE HOLY
LAND WAS NOFF DAUSED BY ANTI-SEMITIC FEELING BUT RATHER BY THE

A

VATICANLS DETERMINATION TO PRO@E}CT CATHOLIC INTERESTS IN PALESTINE.E
VATICAN OPPOSITION TO ARAB DOMINATTON IN PALESTINE

The Vaﬁﬁ;can*s resistancea to a "Jewish Home" did not mean it ;
favored Arab domination in the Holy L and. In April 1944, the Vatican¥s
Secretary of State, Cardinal Magllone,expressed to Myron C. Tﬂyl or,
Pres:.de@:rt Rgsevelt's peasonal}ﬂrepresentatlvﬁe to the Pope. the
Végacan s concern ovgér the ﬂblan to create a# Pan—Arab confederatlon
(the Arab League) in the Midddle East, which _they fel_t woul_d put
the Chrlstlan community's future in "an uncqé?taln and y%rec&rlous
6051 tion."k

The Va®ican urged that the Great Powers intervene to ins eX

Cleay

that "the basic legislation of &he planned @Gonfederation would cl<€a
give non-Muslims fraedom of opinion, freedom of wﬁ%shlp and parxty

with Muslims as regards (ivil rlghts# and ﬁdutles,' Maglione said
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that these condi:}10n3 were a sine qua non for making this plan "at
least partly acceptable." -

Tje Vatncan feared that either A rab or Jewish domination would
prgjudice Catholic interests in Palestine. These interests, the Holy
See believed, would be betder protected by a solution where "neither
Jews nor Arabs, but a Third Power, should have control in the Holy
Land." Bhe Vatican thus favored either a fcontinuation of the British
Mandate (or a mandate given to another“Chrmst'iah, power”) or the INTERNATAON.
ALIZATION OF ALL PALESTINE UNDER UN SUPERVISION. Eijther solution meaﬁﬁf
that control of the Holy Land t/ﬁuoum be safe@ in Christian hands.zrd
They believed this jyould avert the danger of the Arab-Jewish conflict
degenarating into open war and the possible threat of irreparable
destruction to the Holy Places. /

Between 1945 and 1947, this proposed solution to the Palestine
question was supported by Arzhbishop Spellman of New York and his adviser
on §§ "Palestinian affairs,§" Msgr. Thomas J. McMahon, ® The Vatican
shared ZEex their views but decided to make yo public statement about a
plan which was firmly opposed by both the Arab countries and the Jewish
kZgx Agency for Balestine. The Vaﬁi?can followed an extremely reserved line
and avoided any official statement of its position on the P&s‘tdne conflict

During ihe finak years of Xthe British mandate, the Vatican had
apparently become impressed with the humanitarian work the Zionists had
performed in Palestine,pgrtacularly in the resettlemebh of regugees from
the Nazi holocaust. As indicated above, thel Holy See now favored the
"status qud®fynamely, thw eontinuation of the pJewish National Home under
the Braitish Mandatez, or ﬁ:he internationalization proposal. Some circles
in the Vatican showed signs of supporting the Zionist "e§f§%113hment“
undex Weizmann, whom they regarded as the link between the Zionist
movementghand the British authorities. They were, however, deeply worried
about the civil strife waged by splinter groups such as the Stern group
(Lohame Mmaexx Heé@yt Israel) which they feared might result in damage
to holy places.

On A¥il 10,1945, Moshe Sherdok (Share$f), then head of the
Jewish Agenc¥®s Political Department, had an audience with Pius x11i(1939-
1958.) Shertok told the Pope that the murdesm of 6 million Jews by the NAzis
had been possible only because the Jews had no state of their own, that
a radical change must take place in the life & of the Jewish people after
the warE)Shertmk said that he knew of no conflict of inte;est between
Zionist aspirations in Palestine and the interests of Chrtianity and

Catholicism there, and that the Jewish State to be set up 1n Palpctina e o
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undertake to pffatect the Christian holy places. He then told Pius XII
that the Jews hoped foriﬁhe "moral support" of the Catholic Church for
"our remewed existence in Palestine." The Pope¥*s questions and answers
were peportadly courteous but noncommittal.X
Arab coungries were now beginning to exert heawy presaupe on XRE

Pope Pius XII to mobilize the dﬁ%hollc Church against the establishment
of a Jewish State in Palestine, On Aug. 3, 1946, Pius XII was visited A
by a delegation from the Palestine Arab Higher Commitase, which pequested 1}
mntéerentlon against the Zionists. The Pope¥s reply was as follows:

"We deplore all reef?rts to force and Wiolence from ghatever
quamter Xzke they come. Thus we also deplored repeatedly in the past the
peasecﬁylon that fanatic anti=Semitism unleashed against the Hebrew
people.
"WE AL&Q& OBSERVED (AN) ATTITUDE OF PERFECT IMPA&I%IALITY
AND WE ARE DETERMINED -0 CONFORWM TO IT IN THE FUTURE.

"But 1t 1s eclear that this IMPARTIALITY, WHICH OUR APOSTOLIC
MISSION IMPOSES ON US AND WHICH PLACES US ABOVE XEX THE CONFLICTS THAT*f
EE Agiﬂ RENDING HUMAN SOCIETK ESPECIALLY AR THIS DIFFICULT MOMENT,

CANNOT SIGNIFY INDIFFERENCE. (We wi1ll) endeavor that justice angkeace
in Palestine may become a constructive realitry, that the order springing
from the efficient cooperation of all 1ntere§f€d partaes may be crzated an
each of Eé%e p%g%ﬁﬁles now 1in conflict nay havle a guar;¥ee of security
of ==x emistence as well as physical and mozal living conditions on =
o ﬁfﬁlch may be@ established a normal situation of maderial and
cultural welfanm4
VATICAN'S VIEWS TOWARD PARTITION PLAN, 1947

In Anril 1947, Great Britain submitted the Palestine issue
td the Unided Nations. There was now n chance that Britain*s mandate
in the Holy Land would be extended. Among other factors, doubts arose
regarding the wisdom of entrusting Palestine to UN administration for
fear of inviting Soviet penetration into the Middle East.Bhe Vatican
was now faced with an alternatlve;’(a) a divided Holy Land resulting
from the creation of a Jewish state and an Arzb state, or (b) the

creation of a single state in Palestine representing both sides but
with an Arab majority.

The first proposal was clearly unacceptable to major Catholic
leadership. Arehbishop Spellman openly criticized the "Partition Plan,"
saylng, *The Catholic Church strongly opposes any form of # partition,

p I rlmarlly on the ground that the whole land 1s sacred to Chraist." (Cited
1n a memorandum from U.S. Ambassador to Iraq, Gkorge Wadsworth, in a
memorandum to Lov W Henderson, Jan 13, 1947.)
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Key officials 1in the Vatican Secretary of State's oflice agreed in
prlnclple/fath these opinions but withheld making them official. That
was due to the fact, according to Prof. Ferrarri, the Vatican followed
1ts traditional policy of "reserve," which counseled against any explicit
public statements that\'might well have confliicted with Jcwash aspiration
for national independence.”

At the same time, Middle Eastern Cctholic comnmunities and, more )
discreetly, missionary organizations working in the Holy Lamd, advocate
the creation of a single Arab-controlled state i1n Palestine. In the
Vatican, these positions were welcomed warmy§y 1n some eccleasastical
circles close to the Sacred Oraental Congregation, which was particularly
aware of the amplications of the Palestine i1sszue for the future of
Catholic missaonary actaivataies throughout the Middle East. Despate
the pressure placed on the Pope and the Holy See by these groups, and
despite "the existence of objectively significant factsrs favoring the
Arabsae (Ferrarrl),‘ﬁhe Vatican Secretary of State's Office did not
declare 1tself in favor of an Arab State 1n Palestine.

The reluctance to do so 1s explained (a) by the belief that
the Arab proposals, opposed both by the Unated States and the USSR,
would not have been approved by the UN CGeneral Assembly, and (b) most
especially, by the Vatican's hopes for the INPERNALIONALIZACION OF THE
CITY OF JERUSALEM. The latter proposal was an importunt fe-ture of the
UNSCOP (Uniced Nations Spccial Committee on Palestine) plan to divade
Palesiine approved in the summer of 1947.
Trom the official statments made to UNGCOP by the Custodaa da
Terra Santa, the most 1mportant Catholic orjanlzatlon woriing in Palest-
ine, %Eﬁb?%n&%e Catholac ! ear Dast Welfare Association (whose president
wgs gﬁiﬁiﬁx!lSpellman and whose national secretary was lisgr. McMahon)
on dJune 5, 1947, the Vatican at first appeared go be seeking safeguards
thadt di1d not necessarily mean making Jerusalem a "corpus separatum. "
But clearly the Vatican was extremely pleased when this solution was
supported by the majority of UNSCOP. The Vatican believed that a
"corpus separatum" gave the best protection possible for the Holy Places
as well as the Catholic commumaty in Palestine. In addition, the Holy

See 1ndicated that 1t provaded a legal and institutional framework
incorporating the universal meaning of the Holy Places,

Jerusalem from becoming part of a Jewihh or Arab State.
1t was usscrted, were deeply rooted

and prevented
These principles
in the Catholic world.
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The possibility of obtaining an inter ational status for the
City; of Jerusalem led the Vatican 3ecre.ariat of 3tate not to oppose
the plan to divade che Holy Iand in 1947. (At the same time, the V. tican
dad not openly opgose the 1dea of creating a single Amab-controlled State
in Palesiine, fearing that would compromise good relations with Arab
countries or would expose Catholic communities to dangerous reprisals
from Arabs shoudd the UN favor the latcer solution.) In this decisive

year in the liaddle East quescion, 1t 1s theeefore correct to say that
THE VATICAY WAS NOQ O POLED 0 [HE CREATION Of A JEVISH S/AfL/,IF TIE
DIVISION OF ,ALELIMINE ENSURED JERUSALENM'S INLLRNATIOMALIZATION.

When the pactition of ¥Yalestime came to a vote at the Unicved MNationa
on Nov. 29, 1947, 103 OF IHE CATHOLIC COUNTRIES IN THE WwORLD BODY
AL PROVED IHE ACTION EBHAT CLE«RWD THE WAY POR TIX CRE/TION OF THE JEYWISH
STAD®E, The Latin Amegqican countries, together wibth other Catholic
countries like Eelgium, France, Lu«embourg, and the Phillijpnes , were
hardly likel, to vote -0 overwhelmingly for the partition of the Holy
Land unleg¢s they knew that the Vatican did not oppose this solution.
This position was never subsequently abandoned - despite some i1interim
uncertalntxr in 1947-48 caused by the Vati-an's intcrest ain the U.S.
proposal to drop the!@artlblon elan and to place the whole of Pagestine
undcr UN "temporary trusteeciip.”
THE VATICAN, TSRAEL, AND JERUSALEL — 1947-19

On December 29, 1947, the UN General Asssmbly, acting om the
proposal by the UN3COP majority, approved the davision of ralestine into
an Arab and Jdewish o>cate. The UN body also establissned that Jerusalem
and 1ts environs ere to constitute a "corpus separatum" direc.l, under
UN control. As & result of the attack by five Arab aations on the
newly-proclaimec Jewish Jtate, these provisions for the Partition I'lan
and for Jerusalem ond the Holy Places were not implemented. During the
hostilities, Jordanian and lsraeli troops respectively took up positions
in the "old city" - where the majority of Holy Bleaeses were located, and
the "new caity" - where umuch of vhe city's administration wos situated.

The protraccted Jordaiaan and Tsraeli occupation challenged

the plans for Jerusalem's inter.ationalization zdvocated i1n ithe ilov. 29,

1947, UN Resolution. In the face of that reality, and wath a debate

imminent in the UN on the Ialesti .e que<tion, the Holy See vecided to
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end 1ts STRATEGY OF SILENCE and to make public 1ts position.

Pope Pius ¥II, who mzxXx scrupulously ovoided taking sides in
the conflict and who 1s sczid to have favored the conianu.tion of xhax
a mandatory regame in order to assure the safcty of the 1l)ly Places,
1ssued his officaal reaction Go the war in three l'apal cencyclicals.
The fairst, Auspicia quaedam, (May 1, 1948), expressed coacern for the
Holy Places ano offered a orayer that the "smtuation 1iun Palestine be
at long last settled justly."

The second, Tn mulbinlicibus curis (Oct. 24, 1948), was
promulgated when 1t was clear that the Israelis vere winning. Paus XII
urged the givang of "an internationesl cheracter to Jerusclem and 1ts
vacinity (...) as a bette® guarantee for the safety of the senctuaries

under the present circumstances. In that encyclical, the Pope mentioned
that , speaking before E{gulegatzon of dastaingvished Arabs " who
"came to render us homage," that

"Once war wos declared, withiout abandoning the attitude of
imparidality 1mposed on us by o.r apostolic mission, which places us

czbove the confliccs which agitate human society, we did not fail to
bend our efforts...for the Triuumph of jus.ice and peace 1n Palestine
and for the respect aud safeguardin. of the holy places."

(The Rev. J.M.D. Kelly, chairman of the Anglican Commission
on Roman Cotholic relations, has written in his just-phblished,
'The Oxfoéyilctlona:y of Popés, that "Pius XII saw himself as the Pope of
peace...(%ut) his efforts to remain 'strictly neutral' during World War I
led to sharp crrticisms of has failure to speak out strongly against
the MNazis. Despite the claims of Pius defenders that he did speak out,
whet remains clear, '/fatrer lKelly writes, "is that the veiled or
generalized language traditional to the curia was not a suitable instru-
ment for dealing with cynically ; lanned world domination and genocide.")

In hais thrrd eacyclical, In redemptoris nostri (Apral 15, 1949

which a,pear¢d two days a ter the siganin, of the armistrce agreement, the
Pope sought to '"persuade the rulers of nations, and those whose dqj?y 1t
to settle this impprtant ggpestlon, to accord to Jerusalem and 1ts
surroundings a juvridical status." He Lhen plezskd that

"...all ra _hts to the holy places which Zatholics during
many centuries have acquired «nd time and again defended valiantly, and
1

v«hich our predecessors have soleumnly and eifectively vindicated should
’

be pressrved aaviolage...®
X

-~
’ F] =
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On May 14, 1948, L'Usservatore Romano, decdared
"MODS N ZIONISI IS Vol PIE PRUE HEIR OF RIRLICAL ISRAEI/,BUD A SECULAR
STATE ., . . "HDCREFORE T2 HOLY LAUD AND ITS 34CRLD 3ITES RELOFG [0 CERISTIANITY/

‘THE TRUE ISRAEL." Inxxggx

In reporting on the War of Independence, the official Jesuit
pullication, Civilta Cattolica, made 1ts sympathies clear., It referred

to Israeli setbacks as "Arab victories" and to Is@aelir victories as
"advances." Only Epytptian and Jordanian communiques were quoted in full.
In 1ts June 19, 1948, i1ssue the paper reported that "two Zionist emissaries"
had been caught tryi1g to poison the wells in Gaza.

The publiacation of thce Papal encyclicals at this time, according
to Prof. Perrarri, resultec from acute concern ofiver the damage suffered by
the C tholic sanctuaries and institutions in thgdHoly City. They were also
animated by the hope that, mnce internationalizazzxpmxx , Jerusalem
might become the place where thousands of Palestinian refugees - including
a sizeable contizent of Palestinian Chraistians - would wish bto setlile.

Prance now exerted pressures on the Vatican expecting that it

would be able tvo exploirt opportunities opened up by the inter ._ational
administration of Jerusalem as & means of regaining 1ts influence 1t
once had i1in the Middle East as "watchdog of Catholic interssts." The
French Ambasszdor to hbke Vatican thus was given instructions by Robert
Schuman, the French Foreign Minister, to"demand that the Pontiff take
an official position favoring the internationalization of Jerusalem and
the Holy Places."

In September 1948, two Israe%% gorssaries - Dr. Jacob Herzog
and Dr. Chaim Wardi - undertoock a mission/to discuss the future of
Jerusalem and the Holy Places. In January 1949, Msgr. McMahon visited
Palestine to pursue these discussions. Both missaons failed to ®each
any agreements. This led the Vatican to remew 1ts demands for an
1nternational regime for Jerusalem. These failurews also $timulated Pope
Pius XII to publaish his second encyclical, In Redempbtoris Ax Nostri, (see
p. 15), 1n which he invited the CATHOLIC WORLD TO RUSH TO TiIE DEFENSE
OF THE HOLY PLACES ARND THE INTLRNATIONALIZATIUN OF JERUSAIEMN.

Che Pope's appeal was taken up by the Cstholies 1a many parts of
thw orld, particularly in the United States a.d France. In the United States
Cardinal Spellman approsched President [lruman directly and from May to

August 1949, there was a lengthy exchange of letters between the two
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throu_h which Spellman hoped Lo conviace [ruman of the "necessity of
placing Jerusalem and 1ts environs beyond the control of aany local group."
(Italics mind.)

Tespite a s.ocond mission by NcMahon to Palestine in the summer

of 1949 and a final attempt 1n ome 1n Novembcr 1949 undertaken by
Jacob Herzog, the Vaticzn cnd Israel failed to reach agreement and they
begar. the 4th session of the UN General Assembly in open disagreement
on the Jerusalem issue.

Follow8ng a fiercely contested debate, the UN adoptcd on Dec. 9,
1949, an Australian resolution calligg for the X&r¥¥ TERRDTORIAL
INTERNATIONALIZATION OF JERGSALEM. The resolution was opposed by
Jprdan and Israel, the United Stactes and the United Kingdom, among the
C(reat Powers. It was supported by the Arab bloc (excepteng Jordan),
the Communist bloc (which Prof. Terrsr:a said "saw anternationalization
of Jerusalem as a CHAYCE TO ENTER MIDDLE EAST POLTIMCS") and the majority
of Critholaic countries,"no doubt heavaily influended by the Vatican."

That action further stiffened Israel's and Jordan's positions.

They intensified thear negotaations to find an agreement vased on Jerus-
alem's division and accelerzted the integration of the secticns of
Jer usalem they controlled into their respective states.

Ta the sprue_ of 1949, when the State of Israel sought admissior
to kx the United Fations, several Catholic countries op.osed 1ts applicat-
ion on the ground chat Isra 1 had ".xi1led to carry out the full
internationalization scheme" proposed by the United Nations for Jerusalem.
No such accusation was made agalast gorden, m}lcﬁjhad MOST OF THE LY
PLACES IN ITS TERRODRORY A)D HAD REPUSED EVEN TO COBBIDER RELINQUISHING
ITS RULE OVER THESE PLACES AND® OVER THE OLD CITY OF JERU,ALEM.

The Israeli Parliament proclaimed Jerusalem 1ts capital and
transferred 1ts hendquarters and main governuent offices there. The King
of Jordan, worried about the rise of dangerous opposition to his rule

from Amman, appointed a Supreme Custodiam of the Holy Places in
Jerusalem.

The Holy See refused to recognize any part of Jerusalem
as the capital of Israel, or hhe State of Israel 1tself. The Papal
Telegate mf to Pal stlne resided in the Arab s.ctor of Jcrusalem, and
the VATICA EtERTED PRESSURE ON CATHOLIC STAIES TO ESTABLISH THEIR
EMBASSIES AND LECALIONS IN OR NEAR TEL AVIV, RATHER THAN IN JERUSALEN.
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0 (As recently as July 2, 1936, the head of the U.S. Catholac
bishopys culled on Fresident lonald Reagan to convince the U.35. Senate
to drop legislation that could ferzexznex¥ result in the moving of
the U.S. Embassy in Israel trom Tel Aviv to Jerusalem. Bishop James lialone,
gf preesident or the ational Conference of Catholic Bisnops, in a letter
to rresident Reagan, urged him tvo ask 3en. Jesse Helms, Repuvliean of
North Carolina, to withdraw an amendment on the embassy transrer. The
amendment has been proposed for pending legislution on strengthening
diplomatic security in the face of terrorism.

(ferming the Helms' amendment "very dangerous," Bishop halone
wrote+ "’‘he efiect of the amendment could torce the transfer of the
U.S. Embassy from ‘fel Avav to Jerusalem. I know that previous efforts to
achieve this objective have been opposed by your administration and I wate
%o request your leadership 2in opposSing tias very dangerous amendment.

(The U.S. Catholic Couference, the bishops' public policy arm,
in 1984 opposed measures to move the embassy "because we believed such
a unilateral move would Tail to adoress the special significance Jeruszlem
holds for liosgems, Jews and Christians and 1t would present yet another
obstaple to progress voward a Middle East peace. Oury position, then as
now," he wrote, "has been guided by the overall position of the Holy
See on Jerusalem.") (Mational Catholic lLews Service, July 7, 1986.

In 1950 new discussions and negotiations took place, at first
centering on the Garreau plan which proposed i1ntcrnationalizaton of a
limited area of Jeursalem, bub including &ll the Chraistian Holy Pplaces.
Subequently, a draft statute was drawn up the lrustecship Couucil based
on guidelines in the Dec. 9, 1949 resolution which had reaffirmed
the internationalization of all Jerusalem. Neither proposal received
sufficient support of the UN General Assembly which completed 1tw work
in Dec. 1950 without adopting any resolution regarding Jerusalem.

Only after 1t became obvious that the Jewish Statex was viable
and vigpoous, and that the United Ncrtions was incapable of enforcing
1ts resolutions rcgarding the intcrnationalization of Jerusalem and
the holyx places, did THE VATICAN MAKE ITS FIRST TENTATIVE ATTEMPTS AT A
RAP. ROACHMENT ' ITH THE ISRARLISZ, IF NOT WITH THE STATE OF T“SRAEL. On
March 27, 1952, Pope Pius XII received Moshe Sherett, now Israel's

Foreign Minister, in a private unofficial audience. (See p. 11 for

report on first audience.) Sharett assured the Pope that Israel would

respect Christian rights. The Pope did not take any scand on the supjects
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raised by Sharett. In the years that followed, Israel was visited by

a number of eminent Catholics including some latin American prelates,
who subsequently spoke in highly complimentary terms of #wa what they
had ssen i1n the country. A growing number of C tholic priests began the
serious study of modern Hebrew. In 1955, a group of Jesuits, Domainicans,
and TFranciscans spent six months i1in an intensive Hebrew-language course,
studying side-by-side with new Jewish i1mmigrants.

V. tacan authorities were i1mpressed by Israel's attitude toward the
holy places. In November 1955, Israel's Ministery of Bcligious Affairs
presented to Msgr. Antonio Vergani, the Latin Patriarchal Respresentatave
in Israel, a checx in final compensation for war damage to Catholac
instituwtions. In a formal letter to the Isracl government (Nov. 16, 1955)
Vergani thanked the government for the "CONSTANT ASOISTANCE I WAS GIVEN
IN THE SETTLEMEN OF THE VARIOUS QUESILIONS OULSTANDING BELWEEN THE ROMAN
CATHOLIC CHURCH AND THE STATE OF ISRAEL WIHTIN THE LATTE.'S IERROTORY."



The Church Fathers - Lt. Auguetine, St. J hn Chryreoetom, St.
Grecowry of Hyeseca, =nd even St. Jexrome(who spent 30 years of has
1ast dayes 1n Bcthleheﬂyhere e tranclsted the Vylgete brced on
Hebrew sch . lar<hip)agreed that ultimately the place 1s 1rrelevant
for =alvation, m&g® that "the Kingdom of God 1e within uc¢ and that

. the Gates of Heaven zre open over Britain ac ower Jerucszlem, ang
T;} thatt the true plgggrlmage 1= from the flesh to the spirit and not
from Cappadocia to P2lectine." (St. Gregory. 335-394 CE).

In spite of thie teaching, the Holy Flces took on an increasingl:
etrong hold on the Chrastisn imaganation. Even 1f pilggrmages
could not lead t calvation, many felt that in the Hely Land they ¥ére
nearer to the mreon of Chraist. Thus, over the cefituries pilgrimages
\\ to the Holy Land beczme an ecsential part of Christaan life.

ggpganue, p. 7 - The Church F:thers Were debating the piritual value.,

The ei1ivataon changed...

It tock reeersel centurie
p. 8 = In YThe I, tory of the Crucades,

In ithe Feet, up to the beginning of the 11th ceutuv:ry
... for their cine 2nd dternal reward."

INSERT B® - ©
72 The theology of the Crusaders _asced through various stages.

As esummarized by Zander (pp.18,19),

"In the beginning the thoughte of the Crucader= were directed
to the liberstion of the Holy Land for the sake of men's calvation...
&1th anotalyotfic overtones about the® Second Coming.After the conquest
(July 1099), vhen Jerusalem wae threatened agsin <ith onclaughts of
the unbeliever-, the period of the Sanctuarie: Wais coneveived as
a unique opportuniyy, 'the acceptanle time,' for a supreme sacrifice.
Phea Jerusalem was lost (Octobver 1187) agzin to the ,clems, 1ts fall
was felt as an insult to God, =nd the Cruszders sere calledﬁgon to
revenge the injury. Some even sadw 1n the lor of JerusaBem a negf
Cruficixion, iad the reconqust of the e rihly Jerusalem a neared ac a
Jecob'e ladder to the hesvendy city of salation.

"ILactly the Cru-caders claimrd the lard aciW their heritage, seeir
themecelves as the <epiraituval successors of Icrael zad the henficiaries
of Christ's sacrifice..."

Tre Domanican Stephan of Bourbon srote, "We are the descendants.
of the Holy Lad both iccordaing to the flesh and the gpirait...here our
mother the Church had i1te origin. Ll*@b&se the land 1e ours by the
RIGHT OF SUCCXSSION iS PAR AS WE ARE THE TRUE CHELDREN OF GOD..."
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In Valmar Craaer's compendigm, 2 Cru-ader 1f quoted as ciy'ng:
"This land beloag to uc by che right of puri%ha;e nd acquisition;
for Carict hought 1t for us by his bl.od, HAS TXPELID TH. JEWISH EDPIE
ees & IT 1Y T GLGHT oFf ' ROWLAND hNI{HA‘ [TANDE i&ll‘ TO Cilitl TENDOM.®

The religious bacsis of the Crusadec hzd beer the coavitizon that
the Hply Plkres of Chrictendom could not be 1lft in the hande of
a non=Christaan poE%r, and therefae had to be rectored by force to
Christendom. But this conviction whs soon atlacked by mny rides -
by mystice, and by Reformatmon leaders.

For mystics such ar Jester Eckhart (12460-1327). "the true and
beet penftence mc when man turns agby from everything vhich 1s not God."
For Thomzs a Kempis (eiwrly 1400e), 2nd others, pilgrimugre frx to
spititual serfection requieed no outwarad tragvel, even to J:rucalemn.

Mawtln Luther, fﬂtaefor the Prote tant Reformation, vecaared
in haie Anpeﬂl to the Chrictian Nobility of German NatLonallty, tnat
vilggrmages are "evil deeds #nd God hae not decreed them. They are dev-
111ch ghote and ihe mo&? and@ the York which are being spent on a
or1lgrimage <hould be u<ed a thoucszand times better for the maznteg%hnce
of one'- famly énd for the poor."

Similarly, Calvin fulmim ted againcst pilgrimages, acserting that
orlgrimrages favored by the Papacy w%re*dlthout value , and thet they
hzd nog foundation 1n Scraptures.

ATter the Ottoman Turke had conquered Con<tamtinople in 1453,
2né 1n 1517, took Jeru.ilem from the Egyptian Mameluks, lhere was
no longer any que:tion of a reconquect of the Holy Places.Buropean
Christidpes ao longer belicved th-t the liveration of the Holy Land
wae eecsetitial for their salvatoon or haopiness, The Europeun mind
turned to=m othe4ventures of discovery z2nd commerce. Paler tine Hﬁs
gseen not =0 much aévhe Holy Land but as prt of the Levant.

The Turks were no longer the "accursed race" descrihed by
Pope Urban, /ﬁtt rly alienated from God, degenerate a2nd decpised," byt
h=2d bec,me a mbmber 6f the family of mtions. In 1535, Francee I,

King of Fraunce. concluded an alliance betyeen France ("the eldect
daughter of the Church" ), and the Ottoman Empire. the lez2ding Islamic
poﬂbr of that time. It opened 2 new era in the relatonship betpéen
the Christian Powers and Islam, 2nd beczme the pattern for a long

series of treaties or 'cepaitulations" ("little chapters") extending
over severzl centuries.



i -7C-
st of thece treaties revealed a neo/ attitue toVard the Holy
Places. They wWere concerned whth commerce and politice, and
indicated that Weetern Christians were no loager 1 ter- oted
in ihe reconquert of the canctumzmies. As the tresty of 1535
revealed, the néctern Chraistian pogire zerex desrred only the right
of trading mrchan@é to practice tneir own religion; th .tdh Was all
that remaindd of the far-reaching aims of the Crusades. The Holy
Places were not mentioned in thae treaty, nor were Jeru-alem arrh
Bethlenem.

Similar Chan%fﬁaﬂife reflected 1n treatiec betceen the
Rermublic of Venice, (the Netherlant (1612), and Britain (1675) sith
Turkey. Betreen 1535 and the French Revolvtiou in 1789, not a
single tre:ty concluded by 2 etern Power vith Turkey contained
a2 csingle cluce about the Carietian minoraitie= in the Ottoman
Empire. (Zander, p. 25.)
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Thus, among numerous references cited, St. Augustine (354-430 C.E.)
proclaimed: "God 1s indeed everywhere, and He who created all things is

not contaiped or shut in by any one place."

N sewt 18- Q‘) o

The Church Fathers were debating the spiritual value og pilgrimages i
at the time when Jerusalem was part of the Byzantine Empire and be- c
L
longed, therefore, to the Christian world. Since Constantine the Great 3*

]
had accepted Christianity as the religion of the Roman Empair the

Government which controlled the Holy Places had been Chrastian.

The situation changed, however, in 638 C.E. when the Arabs con-

oL\ pt!
quered Jerusalem under €Ftph Omar. For the first time the Christian
world was faced with the fact that i1ts most sacred shrines were i1n the

hands of "infidels." The response of the Crusaders was that the Holy

Land had to be reconquered by force and to be ruled by a Christian

kingdom.

It took several centurlies for this attitude to develop. The
struggle between the Arabs and the West which extended from Spain, over
the Mediterranean, to the borders of the Byzantine Empire, was not
conceived at first in religious terms. In the East a change occurred in \/
the tenth century when the Byzantine armies under the Emperors

Nicephorus and Jean Tzimesces, advanced into Syria and Galilee, taking

Tiberias, Nazareth, and Caesarea.
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In ¥The History of the Crusades,” Sir Steven Runciman wrote: "Up to
'h-....________.___,_.._
that time, there was no greater merit in dying in battle for the

protection of the Empire against the infidel Arab than against the

/Chrlstlan Bulgar; nor did the Church make any distinction. But both

(Emperors) Nicephorus and John l;leclared that the struggle was now for

the glory of Christendom, for the rescue of the Holy Places, and for the

hede
destruction of Islam... Nicephorus emphasized that this wars were

Christian wars....he saw himself as a Christian champion, and even

threatened to march on Mecca to establish there the throne of Christ."

In the West, up to the beginning of the 11th century, the Christian
princes 1n the North of Spain were hardly conscious of the fact that
*they were involved in the sacred task of defending the ChurctL"./ It was
the Order of Cluny that brought about a change. Under its influence a
Christian renaissance spread through France and Spain, uniting all
forces and giving them the dynamic conviction that war against the
infidels was a sacred duty for the Christian. The idea developed of a
Christian Holy War against the unbelievers, a war which would give the

soldiers of Christ forgiveness for their sins and eternal reward.

INseeT - § 7h

Taracls Pe 92--93

PHASE II - VATICAN'S AMBIVALENT SUPPORT OF ZIONISM/ISRAEL, 1917-|q47
5"“‘0 [P fﬁfﬁi% M”""G— hM‘-“f L&rbw w(alhﬂ'r 'l.b.Jt.‘fur

e hrade (ut q,]l?,... 1870 - Fvinee gvifeTes Poge fapol shedo

Sir Mark Sykes the diplomat who negotiated the Sykes-Picot

Agreement of 1916 with France, and himself a distinguished Catholic
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tt.i:':‘ff—"'m, .
- Sﬂ;'fi ?;;Z;: layman, went to Rome to sound out the Vatican on its attitude toward
a:—-b“‘é;r having Protestant Britain rather than France - which was officially
,.:::-",f. Mant o entrusted by the Vatican as a protector of Catholic interests in the
o ©

Levant - assume the protectorate over the Holy Land. On April 11, 1917,

Sykes met with Msgr. Eugenio Pacelli (later Pope Pius XII, 1939-58), who

|
T(L\\c
was then Under-secretary for Extraordinary Affairs at the Pap#l

Secretariat of State. A few days later, he had an audience with Pope

kBen_g_g;g_;_ (1914 -22!.& From these talks Sykes assumed that the Vatican
CJ"‘

N=

6\&“\ was ready to accept Britain as the mandatory power in Palestine.

-l

Qccording to the Encyclopedia of Zionism and Israel|(p. 1083),

"Sykes used his influence as a distinguished Catholic layman to explain
to Vatican authorities that Zionism would not clash with Christian or
Catholic wishes concerning the holy places in Palestine."

o a V)
u)b"f,_i_"“‘_u"‘”‘" P ¢ ‘“hun-k‘ C_t\h-¥‘Mf ey ﬂ(u\f& Jh.sCuSSrM' (S Ny

<o M The Qw:qh:-ng' At Sykes' suggestion, Pacelli received ,Nahum Sokolow pn April 29,
9 i o '
& Yeastne,

1 ¢nedwi 1917, when Sokolow come to Rome on behalf o$ the Zionist Executive to
%)
( $4

seek Vatican support for the planned Jewish National Home in Palestine.

Pacelli was interested but insisted that the Zionists stay clear of an

e/
area extending well byond the holy places. On May 1, Sokolow was

g5
1932 "

[ S

S/

,Jf-ew‘f
N awed 51 __/’:‘eﬁa%d by the Papal Secretary of State,(Pietro Cardinal Gasparri.

e brqle
[V\t.ﬂ“lg \
b,.,c&n;-%" "reserved zone" (similar to the one provaded forkthe Sykes-Picot

oty

.,M Gasparri also discussed the holy placesygnd claimed for the Church a

Agreement), including not only Jerusalem but also Bethlehem, Nazareth,

and its environs, Tiberias and Jericho. AS LONG AS THE VATICAN'S

| 141,1.;"3

v
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N REQUIREMENTS WERE MET) CASPARI SAID TO SOKOLOW, THE HOLY SEE WISHED THE
ZIONISTS WELL IN THEIR ATTEMPT TO SET UP A STATE IN PALESTINE. When

Sokolow said that the Zionists wanted only an "autonomous home,"

GASPARRI ASSURED HIM THAT HE MIGHT COUNT ON THE SYMPATHY OF THE CHURCH;i

S‘.g:.\-n-"q ‘o i
s ..-m‘f On May 8, 1917, Sokolow was received 1in private audience by
Vs E"‘* CraensV'C (g - 1922) Pella, Chest —Alisnes cle Lot fromm bto it Sclaoel fnoble [tneaye —

Wy e O wior AT
{(Benedlct XV] Aware of Britain's interest in Zionism, the Pope listened u:.-.-:;-t

],'i

o C';" “Q- h‘r\cpz.
W el "F{ ‘,j.’,n

" §rT-SI5ah attentively to Sokolow and declared that THE RETURN OF THE JEWS TO

b U PALESTINE WAS A MIRACULOUS EVENT AND IN KEEPING WITH GOD'S WILL. As for
a¥ ( rﬂ""bp

wtf
ﬁ,t-)”‘“ the holy place‘é he said he had no doubt that a satisfactory agreement
7

could be worked out. "YES, YES," he told Sokolow, "I BELIEVE WE SHALL
BE GOOD NEIGHBORS."

The Pope also said:

"The problem of the Holy ‘Blaces 1s for us of extraordinary J.mpor-‘-/
tance. The holy rights must be protected. We will settle this between
the Church and the Great Powers. It iIs necessary that you respect those

rights i1n all their extent.”

Sokolow gave assurance that the Zionists would respect the holy
4

places, and the audience ended with mutual assurances of understanding. ~

On the strength of Sokolow's report,{ (Mﬁlt Justified

in telling a Zionist conference 1n London that the Church would not

_!_- :‘\J‘\'\,\N S\J\\._\uu'-\_\_\\\_bfl.\} {ET &d‘\\gm‘_‘l\u\‘ KL""*i"Nl L\-C \)'nu:&-\_r G\""J.v\ La:'-
Vi) el £ ¢ <=,

1
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oppose Zionist aims in Palestine,

(afecd Mineybt Suy 25 Frat”
gt“t—f.jfimj fre Vd'\rc..r a,a"ll'*-"f 'ﬁ“"?‘" %"‘fiﬁ;ﬁ. hey
ucvq,'sarujm\ er j” P d.j- ng {4?;1 "M fGn"-‘? w (f rf end

Km.t\{v’&-
M‘sg(,on The issuance of the(Balfour Declaratlon)m November 1917 - due in \ybovb—
s ° =\ v
S&c\h"‘\ S {.(-tv';..

4}" M S."“rlﬂ alkbl’ ¢Thes -?Jl.'ctl.l.fr I‘GIJQUS way

o (es [

A (S large measure to Sir Mark Sykes' "farth and energy" - and Cen. Edmund H. Weizme
p}'. %:1 W (an eneeBie, havd-batea covely °%‘Qq'_‘/) " P'b"
P\\\%“ .,,:n"w ,,t enby /& conquest of Jerusalem /apparently stirred misgivings in the P ‘{_:};
A .
Y
qgé"g, W 1”1 Vatican concerning the safety of the holy places under the new regime 1in
. e pin

bt ﬂw o 4"‘ Palestine. The Vatican was apprehensive that Palestine would not be
etV cl"'r A ;I?T

v (A ‘1

el ““: '“"c placed under INTERNATIONAL RULE, as envisioned in the Sykes-Picot

.(’r' .t‘*"“nin .:‘*‘h P1oC cWeitmann W ivieh over At menaba nioal of Patest Jou selfiemvat p 1folated 2oner
h;:}i‘ 'm[:i l“_l?f Agreement. A By December 1917, Pope Benedict XV had expressed his concern G:»E-Fhm
of 1\ L

rf‘“:ﬂ {,c-"“ to De Salis, the British Representative to the Holy See, lest THE JEWS """ry.

g ————— s
- W‘. .1"
- ?:: yc* ¥ CAIN DIRECT CONTROL OVER PALESTINC'S AFFAIRS TO THE DETRIMENT OF

—\aa Cotl Loy o P e otr X0 - p LEE)
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_ .
% el When Sykes revisited Rome 1n the winter of 1918, he noted a marked

change in the Vatican's attitude toward Zionism. HE NOW FOUND CARDINAL

GASPARRI THOROQUGHLY UNSYMPATHETIC. On March 1, 1919, the Tablet
——— —_—
published a denial of reports that the Pope had ever supported Zionism.

On March 10, 1919, while the peace conference was meeting in Paris, Pope

Benedict told a secret consistory in Rome that "IT WOULD BE FOR US AND
ALL CHRISTIAE{A BITTER GRIEF IF UNBELIEVERS IN PALESTINE WERE PUT INTO A
SUPERIOR OR MORE PRIVILEGED POSITION." Although the Pope did not
specify who the "unbelievers" were, he was evidently seeking to in-

\/fluence the peace conference to the end that JEWS WOULD NOT BE GIVEN A
%DOMIN&NT POSITION IN PALESTINE.
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The Vatican was probably ready to accept a British Mandate, BUT

WITH NO PRIVILECES FOR THE ZIONISTS AND, PREFERABLY, WITH INTERNATIONAL
STATUS FOR THE HOLY PLACES. The Pope had probably been influenced by

the reports sent to him from England by Francis Cardinal Bourne, who had

visited Palestine in that period and wrote anti-Zionist letters also to

Foreign Secretary Arthur James Balfour and Prime Minister David Lloyd

George. The British Government gave assurances to the Vatican on the

= §
safeguarding of Catholic mterest(m the holy places, in case Britain
were to receive the mandate, but 1t seems that the VATICAN STILL
PREFERRED THE INTERNATIONALIZATION OF PALESTINE.

Q¥

g
s&gﬁy (The secret Sykes-Picot Agreement signed by Britain and France in

—

gﬁaﬁaf - ¢ b= Pyt weg Le ﬁ!lrﬂ.-ll-u. et Tk Cyna Was o

waGw dary
Voecomt o
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May 1916, proposed the division of t he Ottoman Empire between the three

G ¢, K sSre coer clain n(‘Ccns\"x...
principal Entente Powersj)Britain, Francelclaimed MoSul and Crea /
— i ﬂ

Syria (which 1t understood to include all Palestine), while Britain

wanted to create an independent Arab state
Mesopotamia. The Sykes-Picot Agreement provided that Palestine, south
of French-controlled Lebanon down to a line running from Gaza to the

Dead Sea, was to be set apart as an "international zone" whose adminis-

—

tration was to be decided after consultation with Russia and other

Entente allies. The Vatican supported this plan for the internationali-

zation of Palestine - at least for several years.)

25

In )Qpril 1920, the San Remo Conference awarded the Palestine
o

Mandate }ﬁ’ Creat Britain, subject to the approval of the League of
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Nations. On April 26, 1920, the Vatican made known 1ts fears that
JEWISH ELEMENTS MIGHT BECOME PREDOMINANT IN PALESTINE UNDER BRITISH
RULE. These fears were discussed in Catholic circles even in England,
where the anti-Zionist Cardinal Bourne told a nationwide Catholic
conference 1n Liverpool that "A NEW NON-CHRISTIAN INFLUENCE WAS BEING
DELIBERATELY SET UP IN THE LAND WHENCE COUNTLESS GENERATIONS OF CHRIS-

v~ TENDOM HAD LONG% AND STRIVEN TO OUST A NON-CHRISTIAN POWER."

By this time the Vatican appeared to have been influenced by the
FEAR OF COMMUNISM. In 1921 representatives of the Zionist movement
visiting Rome were informed by a Vatican spokesman that the Holy See did
not wish to "ASSIST THE JEWISH RACE, WHICH IS PERMEATED WITH A REVOLU-
TIONARY AND REBELLIOUS SPIRIT,"™ TO GAIN CONTROL OVER THE HOLY LAND. The
Pope clearly had been impressed by anti-Semitic reports that the Jewish

pioneers mre Bolshevists who were seeking to establish a Communist
—

regime i1n Palestine.

In June 1921, Pope Benedict XV protested that THE CHRISTIANS IN
PALESTINE WERE NOW WORSE OFF THAN UNDER TURKISH RULE AND CALLED ON THE
GOVERNMENTS OF ALL CHRISTIAN STATES, CATHOLIC AND NON-CATHOLIC?TO MAKE A )
JOINT PROTEST}\(HE LEAGUE OF NATIONS IN ORDER TO PROTECT THE RIGHTS OF
THE HOLY SEE IN THE HOLY PLACES. He did this despite repeated as-
surances from the British that they would afford ample protection to the
holy places and that, as Sir Ronald Storrs put it to the Pope, THE JEWS

WOULD NEVER BE PERMITTED TO "DOMINATE"™ THE HOLY PLACES. Citlbale

4 The Sear 0% Bolchevisue w tug Qeriad fesalted W T™me Veticaun’s eja\&ij e m
eanﬂ‘-\ Tw dec. uv.é,c\, e & v Cluence & C*-'r' 2uvie Coydlonal Cacelly Pc\?r.{ Nunce f
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Popes Benedict XV and |Pius XI (1922-39)| were further influenced

against the Braitish af\d the Jews by lurid reports from ﬁw
/é_‘ Barlassina, Latan Patr1§;\ of Jerusalem. Barlass;.r;a, WHO OVERLOOKED NO
OPPORTUNITY TO SIDE WITH THE ARABS, TOLD ROMAN AlND VATICAN AUDIENCES
THAT THE BALFOUR DECLARATION HAD ENABLED THE JE‘):'S TO COME OUT OPENLY
WITH THEIR PLAN TO SET UP "THE EMPIRE OF ZION," that some kibbutizm in
Palestine were run according to extreme‘i@ommunlst principles, and that

\J n
Jersalem alone fow had 500 prostitutes.

In the spring of 1922, Weizmann arrived in Rome to help undo the

damage caused by Barlassina's reports. He had| two interviews with
\Icmen?
Cardinal Gasparri, who was still Rapal(Secretary of State. GCASPARRI
‘-_._——__-_._-.
ASSURED WEIZMANN THAT THE VATICAN DID NOT OPPOSE A :JEWISH NATIONAL HOME
IN PALESTINE, PROVIDED THAT THE INTERESTS OF NON-JEWISH COMMUNITIES

THERE WERE SAFEGUARDED AND THAT THE JEWS WERE l‘«IO'I'i GIVEN A "PRIVILEGED
POSITION" IN THE COUNTRY. ‘

According to Weizmann's memoirs, Trial and Error, it seemed to him

that Gasparri somehow considered the World Zionist ()Erganizatmn a branch
_.of Britain's Palestine government. After Weianann had reported to
Gasparri on Jewish settlement and reconstruction work in Palestine,
Gasparri—on—Jewrsh—settlement—-and-reconstructi o*ln"wor k—~im-Palestine,—
Gasparri remarked that he was not worried about Jewish settlement in the

Holy Land. "It is your university that I fear," the Cardinal said,

referring to the Hebrew University of Jerusalem. In a not/to the

e
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British Embassy, Gasparri stressed again that "THE HOLY SEE DOES NOT
OPPOSE THE ACQUISITION BY THE JEWS IN PALESTINE OF EQUAL CIVIL RIGHTS"
BUT THAT IT COULD NOT CONSENT TO GIVE THE JEWS A POSITION OF PREPON-
DERANCE LET ALONE AGREE TO THE CREATION OF A JEWISH STATE.” ¥

In May 1922, Gasparri submitted a memorandum to the League of

—_—

Nations Council, which was then about to ratify the British Mandate for

Palestine, protesting that the CREATION OF A JEWISH NATIONAL HOME IN
PALESTINE UNDER THE BALFOUR DECLARATION GAVE THE ZIONISTS "A PRIVILEGED

POSITION."™ The theme was repec—ff?ed on June 1 by L'Osservatore Romano,

the semiofficral Vatican paper, which agreed to the British Mandate an
principal but DEMANDED MODIFICATIONS IN THE DECLARATION BECAUSE ZIONISM

N
l/WOULD BE DET$R‘IMENTAL TO PEACE IN PALESTINE AND WOULD R08 THE NATIVE

POPULATION OF ITS RIGHTS...

1428 (W Yhomn, Reeges of Leas, f106) "0 man gues ok war naf gt selved, prpe shll i wet veeoqune hqhwaey of
e muhn-*f-—h-,w v qlawh Qogaey a5 Soveruighin Rame

wﬁ\w On Dec. 11, 1922, [f’_gpe Pius XI (1922-32/ in an allocution at a
o gécret cansi?tory made

vSeul

(tumzii\"‘t d"‘\ a special reference to the question of the holy ?.:(-Sfﬂc,

S:} jc ™7 places and the rights off the Holy See, which SHOULD BE PROTECTED NOT Jpaun
“

= o fuas

ONLY AGAINST JEWS AND UNBELIEVERS BUT ALSO AGAINST ALL OTHER NON-

- o
Vs ﬁt?\,.\.l‘r“ yTHOLIC RELIGIONS. At a secret consistory on May 23, 1923, he declared
s

A o’ WOULD C ep N
(L™ - { that the Church yeuld defend the "undeniable, OBVIOUS AND OVER\VHEkLMING
G- RIGHTS OF CATHOLICISM TO THE HOLY PLACES IN PALESTINE." In a papal bull
N O At
0”1“ poft of May 1924, he again called-or the solution of problem of the holy
—
¢ oVeY e places IN ACCORDANCE WITH CATHOLIC INTERESTS.

v o
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When Benito Mussolini's Fdcist Party first assumed power in Italy
(October 1922), 1ts attitude toward Zionism was cool. ON VARIOUS
OCCASIONS, THE VATICAN EXERTED PRESSURE ON THE MUSSOLINI GOVERNMENT TO
TAKE ANP ANTI-ZIONIST STAND. Later, Marchese Alberto Theodol, the
Italian Representative to the League of Nations Permanent Mandates
Commisuon,assumed an ANTI-ZIONIST POSITION, claiming to PROTECT THE

V" RIGHTS OF THE CATHOLICS IN PALESTINE. In 1927 Mussolimifold Victor
\/:lacobson that he had to take into account th% feelings of his "neigh-

bor" (1.e. the Vatican), WHICH WAS IMPLACABLY OPPOSED TO ZIONIST
ASPIRATIONS.

l (LAl ™

4% :
Meanwhile, VATICAN OFFICIALS AND ﬂIGH Y PLACED CHURCH CIRCLES
CONTINUED THEIR CAMPAIGN AGAINST ZIONISM. Barlassina, now a cardinal

and papal representative in Jerusalem, alleged that the ZIONISTS WERE

DRIVING ARAB WORKCRS OUT AND REPLACING THEM WITH THOUSANDS OF THEIR
 *CORELIGIONISTS FdRM RUSSIA. "

Late in November 1929, L'OSSERVATORE ROMANO CARRIED AN EDITIORAL

~ / HEADLINED, "THE_JEWISH DANGER THREATENING THE ENTIRE WORLD."™ The Oct.

o X

3, 193s, 1ssu$he Jesuit paper, Civilta Cattolica)which was close to
the Holy See, fsald that "THE JEWS CON?TITUTE A SERIOQUS AND PERMANENT
DANGER TO SOCIETY..." Another 1issue ‘; that year said, "Zionism might
offer a way out, but the creation of A JEWISH STATE WOULD INCREASE THE
JEWISH MENACE." IN AN EDITORIAL (APRIL 2, 1938) THED SAME PAPER
SUGGESTED THAT THE BEST THING FOR THE JEWS TO DO WAS THt RELINQUISH
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THEIR CLAIMS ON PALESTINE AND, IF POSSIBLE, LEAVE THE COUNTRY AL-

TOGETHER. CIVILIA CATTOLICA WAS TO BE SINGULARLY CONSISTCNT IN ITS

OPPOSITION TO ZIONISM AND LATER TO ISRAEL. (IT HAD A RECORD OF ANTI-

SEMITISM, GOING BACK TO THE 1880s, WHEN IT PUBLISHED OUTRIGHT ACCUSA-
TIONS OF RITUAL MURDER AGAINST THE JEWS.)

The Vatican's firm opposition to a Jewish National Home in
Palestine was reiterated forcefully between the summer of 1943 and the
summer of 1944, when the Second World War was clearly going the Allies'

way. According to Prof. Silvio Ferrara*, Cardinal Luig: Maglioni,

Vatican Secretary of State, wrote a letter on May 18, 1943, to Amleto v
Cardinal Cicognani, Apostolic Delegate in Washington, instructing him to
inform the U.S. Government that Catholics throughout the world "COULD
NOT BUT BE WOUNDED IN THEIR RELIGIOUS PRIDE SHOULD PALESTINE BE HANDED
OVER TO THE JEWS OR BE PLACED VIRTUALLY UNDER THEIR CONTROL."

In what will come as a surprise to many Jews (and Christians),
Msgr. Angelo Roncalli, then Apostolic Delegate to Istanbul and later

Pope John XXIII (1958-63), held similar but less hawkish opinions as

expressed in a letter to Cardinal Maglioni, Sept. &, 1943. This would
show that the Vatican Secretary of State's line met with the approval of
the Vatican diplomats most actively involved in helping save Jews during
the Nazi holocaust. Prof. Ferrari comments that Ethls leads us to the
fi \le
conclusion backed by other documents' that the Vatican's OPPOSITION TO
bbb co- b
THE CREATION OF A JEWISH STATE IN THE HOLY LAND WAS NOT CAUSED BY

» e V t"“-i------ T—SUA‘:-(-C.. ot X\ :]‘b-fu-sa(‘;.m_ Eees Qo (|1’t{-3 (‘(gl.‘.) Ll
C\vw ec.qrmr-. -T\Ae Mudale C—t@ﬂ Jowvpa, o\ 3? Wo, ’Z 5 V\vj \“\KS—
ne SWERM T I
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ANTI-SEMITIC FEELING BUT RATHER BY THE VATICAN'S DETERMINATION TO

n A

VATICAN OPPOSITION TO ARAB

PROTECT CATHOLIC INTERESTS IN PALESTINE.

DOMINATION IN PALESTINE ~~

-

The Vatican's resistance to a "Jewish Home" did not mean 1t favored

Arab domination in the Holy Land. In April 1944, the Vatican's Secre-

tary of State, Cardinal Maglione, expressed to Myron C. Taylor, Presi-

dent Roosevelt's personal representative to the Pope, the Vatican's
concern over the plan to create a* Pan-Arab confederation (the Arab
League) in the Middle East, which they felt would put the Christian

community's future in "an uncertain and precarious position."

The Vatican urged that the Great Powers intervene to insure that

"the basic legislation of the planned Confederation would clearly give
/non-Musllms freedom of opinion, freedom of worship and p:ﬂz;rywlth
Muslims as regards rCﬁul rights and duties." Maglione said that these

\/ SINE o~
conditions were a speinc quﬂ non for making this plan "at least partly

acceptable.”

The Vatican feared that either Arab or Jewish domination would
prejudice Catholic i1nterests in Palestine. These interests, the Holy
See believed, would be better protected by a solution where "neither
Jews nor Arabs, but a Third Power, should have control in the Holy

Land." The Vatican thus favored either a continuation of the British

Mandate (or a mandate given to another "Christian power") or the
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INTERNATIONALIZATION OF ALL PALESTINE UNDER UN SUPERVISION. Either
solution meant that control of the Holy Land would be safely in Chris-
tian hands. They believed this would avert the danger of the Arab-

Jewish conflict degenerating into open war and the possible threat of

irreparable destruction to the Holy Places.

Between 1945 and 1947, this proposed solution to the Palestine

Francs
question was supported by Archblshopkt Spellman of New York and has

adviser on '"Palestinian affairs," Msgr. Thomas J. McMahon. The Vatican

shared their views but decided to make no public statement about a plan
which was firmly opposed by both the Arab countries and the Jewish
Agency for Palestine. The Vatican followed an extremely reserved line

and avoided any official statement of 1ts position on the Palestine

conflict.

During the final years of the British mandate, the Vatican had
apparently become impressed with the humanitarian work the Zionists had
performed in Palestine, particularly in the resettlement of refugees
from the Nazi holocaust. As indicated above, the Holy See now favored
the "status quo," namely, the continuation of the Jewish National Home
under the British Mandate, or the internationalization proposal. Some
circles in the Vatican showed signs of supporting the Zionist "esta-
blishment" under Weizmann, whom they regarded as the link between the
Zionist movement and the British authorities. They were, however,

deeply worried about the civil strife waged by splinter groups such as



J/

VATICAN/ISRAEL M. Tanenbaum
-20-

the Stern group (Lohame Herut Israel) which they feared might result in

damage to holy places.

On Apral 10, 1945, Moshe Shef;;ok (Sharett), then head of the

Jewish Agency's Political Department, had an audience with Pius XII
(1939-1958.) Shertok told the Pope that the murder of 6 million Jews by
the Nazis had been possible only because the Jews had no state of their
own, that a radical change must take place in the life of the Jewish
people after the war. Shertok said that he knew of no conflict of
interest between Zionist aspirations in Palestine and the interests of
Christianity and Catholicism there, and that the Jewish State to be set
up in Palestine would undertake to protect the Christian holy places.
He then told Pius XII that the Jews hoped for the "moral support" of the

Catholic Church for "our renewed existence in Palestine.”™ The Pope's

questions and answers were reportedly courteous but noncommittal.

Arab countries were now beginning to exert heavy pressure on Pope
Pius XII to mobilize the Catholiec Church against the establishment of a
Jewish State in Palestine. On Aug. 3, 1946, Pius XII was visited by a
delegation from the Palestine Arab Higher Committee, which requested his

intervention against the Zionists. The Pope's reply was as follows:

"We deplore all resorts to force and violence from whatever quarter
they come. Thus we also deplored repeatedly in the past the persecution

that fanatic anti-Semitism unleashed against the Hebrew people.
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"WE ALWAYS OBSERVED (AN) ATTITUDE OF PERFECT IMPARTIALITY... AND WE

ARE DETERMINED TO CONFORM TO IT IN THE FUTURE.

"But 1t 1s clear that this IMPARTIALITY, WHICH OUR APOSTOLIC
MISSION IMPOSES ON US AND WHICH PLACES US ABOVE THE CONFLICTS THAT ARE
RENDING HUMAN SOCIETY ESPECIALLY AT THIS DIFFICULT MOVEMENT, CANNOT
SIGNIFY INDIFFERENCE. (We will) endeavor that justice and peace 1in
Palestine may become a constructive reality, that the order springing
from the efficient cooperation of all interested parties may be created
and each of the parties now i1n conflict may have a guarantee of security
of existence as well as physical and moral living conditions on which

may be established a normal situation of material and cultural welfare."

VATICAN'S VIEWS TOWARD PARTITION PLAN, 1947

In April 1947, Great Braitain submitted the Palestine issue to the
United Nations. There was now no chance that Britain's mandate in the
Holy Land would be extended. Among other factors, doubts arose regard-
ing the wisdom of entrusting Palestine to UN administration for fear of
inviting Soviet penetration into the Middle East. The Vatican was now
faced with an alternative: (a) a divided Holy Land resulting from the
creation of a Jewish state and an Arab state, or (b) the creation of a

single state i1n Palestine representing both sides but with an Arab

majoraty.
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The first proposal was clearly unacceptable to major Catholic
leadership. Archbishop Spellman openly criticized the "Partition Plan,"
saying, "The Catholic Church strongly opposes any form of partition,

.

primarily on the ground that the whole land 1s sacred to Chrast." (Cited

in a memorandum from U.S. Ambassador to Iraq, George Wadsworth, in a
memorandum to Loy W. Henderson, Jan. 13, 1947.) Key officials in the
Vatican Secretary of State's office agreed in principle with these
opinions but withheld making them official. That was due to the fact,
according to Prof. Ferrarri, the Vatican followed 1ts traditional policy
of "reserve," which counseled against any explacit public statements

that "might well have conflicted waith Jewish aspirations for national

independence."

At the same time, Middle Eastern Catholic communities and, more
discreetly, missionary organizations working in the Holy Land, advocated
the creation of a single Arab-controlled state in Palestine. In the
Vatican, these positions were welcomed warmly in some ecclesiastical
circles close to the Sacred Oriental Congregation, which was parti-
cularly aware of the implications of the Palestine i1ssue for the future
of Catholic missionary activities throughout the Middle East. Despite
the pressure placed on the Pope and the Holy see by these groups, and
despite "the existence of objectively significant factors favoring the
Arab" (Ferrarri), the Vatican Secretary of State's Office did not

declare itself in favor of an Arab State in Palestane.
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The reluctance to do so 1s explained (a) by the belief that the
Arab proposals, opposed both by the United States and the USSR, would
not have been approved by the UN General Assembly, and (b) most es-
pecially, the Vatican's hopes for the INTERNATIONALIZATION OF THE CITY
OF JERUSALEM. The latter proposal was an important feature of the
UNSCOP (United Nations Special Committee on Palestine) plan to divide

Palestine approved in the summer of 1947.

From the official statements made to UNSCOP by the Custodia di

Terra Santa, the most amportant Catholic organization working in

Palestine, and by the Catholic Near East Welfare Association (whose
president was Archbishop Spellman and whose national secretary was Msgr.
McMahon) on June 5, 1947, the Vatican at first appeared to be seeking
safequards that did not necessarily mean making Jerusalem a "corpus
separatum."” But clearly the Vatican was extremely pleased when this
solution was supported by the majority of UNSCOP., The Vatican believed
that a "corpus separatum" gave the best protection possible for the Holy
Places as well as the Catholic community in Palestine. In addition, the
Holy See 1ndicated that 1t provided a legal and institutional framework
incorporating the universal meaning of the Holy Places, and prevented
Jerusalem form becoming part of a Jewish or Arab State. These princi-

ples, it was asserted, were deeply rooted in the Catholic world.

The possibility of obtaining an international status for the City

of Jerusalem led the Vatican Secretariat of State not to oppose the plan
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to divide the Holy Land in 1947. (At the same time, the Vatican did not
openly oppose the 1dea of creating a single Arab-controlled State 1in
Palestine, fearing that would compromise good relations with Arab
countries or would expose Catholic communities to dangerous reprisals
from Arabs should the UN favor the latter solution.) In this decisave
year in the Hlddle’\Ea st question, 1t 1s therefore correct to say that
THE VATICAN WAS @ OKPPOSED TO THE CREATION OF A JEWISH STATE, IF THE

DIVISION OF PALESTINE ENSURED JERUSALEM'S INTERNATIONALIZATION.

When the partition of Palestine came to a vote at the United
Nations on Nov. 19, 1947, MOST OF THE CATHOLIC COUNTRIES IN THE WORLD
BODY APPROVED THE ACTION THAT CLEARED THE WAY FOR THE CREATION OF THE
JEWISH STATE. The Latin Ameracan countries, together with other
Catholic countries like Belgium, France, Luxembourg, and the
Philippines, were hardly likely to vote so overwhelmingly for the
partition of the Holy Land unless they knew that the Vatican did not
oppose this solution. This position was never subsequently abandoned
-despite some interim uncertainty in 1947-48 caused by the Vatican's

interest i1n the U.S. proposal to drop the Partition Plan and to place

the whole of Palestine under UN "temporary trusteeship."

THE VATICAN, ISRAEL, AND JERUSALEM - 1947-49

On December 29, 1947, the UN General Assembly, acting on the
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proposal by the UNSCOP majority, approved the division of Palestine into
an Arab and Jewish State. The UN body also established that Jerusalem
and 1ts environs were to constitute a "corpus separatum" directly under
UN control. As a result of the attack by five Arab nations on the
newly-proclaimed Jewish State, these provisions for the Partition Plan
and for Jerusalem and the Holy Places were not implemented. During the
hostilities, Jordanian and Israeli troops respectively took up positions
in the "old city" - where the majority of Holy Places were located, and

the "new city" - where much of the city's administration was situated.

The protracted Jordanian and Israeli occupation challenged the
plans for Jerusalem's internationalization advocated 1n the Nov. 29,
1947, UN Resolution. In the face of that reality, and with a debate
imminent 1n the UN on the Palestine question, the Holy See decided to

end 1ts STRATEGCY OF SILENCE and to make public 1its position.

Pope Pius XII, who scrupulously avoided taking sides 1in the
conflict and who 1s said to have favored the continuation of a mandatory
regime in order to assure the safety of the Holy Places, 1ssued has

offici1al reaction to the war in three Papal encyclicals. The first,

3]
Auspicli@Jaedam, (May .%/1948), expressed concern for the Holy Places
and offered a prayer that the "situation in Palestine be at long last

settled justly."
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The second, In multipllcibus curlis (Oct. 24, 1948), was promulgated

when 1t was clear that the Israelis were winning. Pius XII urged the

giving of "an international character to Jerusalem and 1ts vicinity

(+...) as a better guarantee for the safety of the sanctuaries under the
y

present circumstances. In that encyclical, the Pope mentioned that,

speaking before a "delegation of distinguished Arabs" who "came to

render us homage," that

"Once war was declared, without abandoning the attitude of im-
partiality amposed on us by our apostolic mission, which places us above
the conflicts which agitate human society, we did not fail to bend our
efforts... for the triumph of justice and peace in Palestine and for the

respect and safeguarding of the holy places."

(The Rev. J.M.. Kelly, chairman of the Anglican Commission on Roman

Catholic relations, has written in his just-published, The Oxford

Dictionary of Popes, that "Pius XII saw himself as the Pope of peace...
(but) his efforts to remain 'strictly neutral' during World War II led
to shar%)ecrltl.m.sms of his failure to speak Pout strongly against the
Nans. the claims of Pius defenders that he did speak out ,“what
remains clear, %ather Kelly writes, "is that the veiled or generalized
language traditional to the curia was not a suitable instrument for

dealing with cynically planned world domination and genocide.")

In his third encyclical, In pgedemptorls N)strl (April 15, 1949)
\ L
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which appeared two days after the signing of the armistice agreement,
the Pope sought to "persuade the rulers of nations, and those whose duty
1t is to settle this important question, to accord to Jerusalem and 1its

surroundings a juridical status." He then pleé%%d that

"...ALL RIGHTS TO THE HOLY PLACES WHICH CATHOLICS DURING MANY
CENTURIES HAVE ACQUIRED AND TIME AND AGAIN DEFENDED VALIANTLY, AND WHICH
OUR PREDECESSORS HAVE SOLEMNLY AND EFFECTIVELY VINDICATED, SHOULD BE
PRESERVED INVIOLATE..."

On May 14, 1948, L'Osservatore Romano, declared:

"MODERN ZIONISM IS NOT THE TRUE HEIR OF BIBLICAL ISRAEL, BUT A

SECULAR STATE...THEREFORE THE HOLY LAND AND ITS SACRED SITE BELONG TO
CHRISTIANITY, THE TRUE ISRAEL."

In reporting on the War of Independence, the official Jesuit

publication, Civilta Cattolica, made its sympathies clear. It referred

to Israelil setbacks as "Arab victories" and to Israeli victories as
"advances.”™ Only Egyptian and Jordanian communiques were quoted 1in
full. In a1ts June 19, 1948, issue the paper reported that "two Zionist

emissaries" has been caught trying to poison the wells 1in Gaza.

The publication of the Papal encyclicals at this time, according to

Prof. Ferrarri, resulted from acute concern over the damage suffered by
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the Catholic sanctuaries and institutions i1n the Holy City. They were
also animated by the hope that, once internationalized, Jerusalem might
become the place where thousands of Palestinian refugees - 1ncluding a

"
sizeable contrﬁént of Palestinian Christians - would wish to settle.

France now exerted pressures on the Vatican expecting that i1t would
be able to exploit opportunities opened up by the international adminis-
tration of Jerusalem as a means of regaining its influence 1t once had
in the Middle East as "watchdog of Catholic interests."” The French
Ambassador to the Vatican thus was given instructions by Robert Schuman,
the French Foreign Minister, to "demand that the Pontiff take an

official position favoring the internationalization of Jerusalem and the

Holy Places."

In September 1948, two Israeli emissaries - Dr. Jacob Jerzog and
Dr. Chaim Ward:i - undertook a mission to Rome to discuss the future of
Jerusalem and the Holy Places. 1In January 1949, Msgr. McMahon visited
Palestine to pursue these discussions. Both missions failed to reach
any agreements. This led the Vatican to renew its demands for an
international regime for Jerusalem. These failures also stimulated Pope

Pius XII to publish his second encyclical, In Redemptoris Nostri, (see

p. 15), 1in which he invited the CATHOLIC WORLD TO RUSH TO THE DEFENSE OF

THE HOLY PLACES AND THE INTERNATIONALIZATION OF JERUSALEsh.

The Pope's appeal was taken up by the Catholiecs in many parts of
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the world, particularly in the United States and France. In the United
States, Cardinal Spellman approached President Truman directly and from
May to August 1949, there was a lengthy exchange of letters between the
two through which Spellman hoped to convince Truman of the "necessity of

placing Jerusalem and 1ts environs beyond the control of any local

roup." (Italics mine.)
group.

Despite a second mission by McMahon to Palestine in the summer of
1949 and a final attempt in Rome in November 1949 undertaken by Jacob
Herzog, the Vatican and Israel failed to reach agreement and they began

the 4th session of the UN General Assembly in open disagreement on the

Jerusalem 1ssue.

Following a fiercely contested debate, the UN adopted on Dec. 9,
1949, an Australian resolution calling for the TERRITORIAL INTER-
NATIONALIZATION OF JERUSALEM. The resolution was opposed by Jordan and
Israel, the United States and the United Kingdom, among the Great
Powers. It was supported by the Arab bloc (excepting Jordan), the
Communist bloc (which Prof. Ferrarri said "saw internationalization of

Jerusalem as a CHANCE TO ENTER MIDDLE EAST POLITICS") and the majority

of Catholic countries, "no doubt heavily influenced by the Vatican."

That action further stiffened Israel's and Jordan's positions.
They intensified their negotiations to find an agreement based on

Jerusalem's division and accelerated the integration of the sections of
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Jerusalem they controlled into their respective states.

WE VATIAN  gNY ISRl - \A%A -\ 388 [q67

In the spring of 1949, when the State of Israel sought admission to
the United Nations, several Catholic countries opposed 1ts application
on the ground that Israel had "failed to carry out the full inter-
nationalization scheme" proposed by the United Nations for Jerusalem. No
such accusation was made against Jordan, which had MOST OF THE HOLY
PLACES IN ITS TERRITORY AND HAD REFUSED EVEN TO CONSIDER RELINQUISHING
ITS RULE OVER THESE PLACES AND OVER THE OLD CITY OF JERUSALEM.

\ o,

The Israel Parliament proclaimed Jerusalem its capital and
transferred 1ts headquarters and main government offices there. The
King of Jordan, worried about the rise of dangerous opposition to his

rule from Amman, appointed a Supreme Custodian of the Holy Places 1in

Jerusalem.

The Holy See refused to recognize any part of Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel, or the State of Israel itself. The Papal Delegate to
Palestine resided in the Arab sector of Jerusalem, and the VATICAN
EXERTED PRESSURE ON CATHOLIC STATES TO ESTABLISH THEIR EMBASSIES AND

LEGATIONS IN OR NEAR TEL AVIV, RATHER THAN IN JERUSALEM.

(As recently as July 2, 1986, the head of the U.S. Catholic bishops
called on President Ronald Reagan to convince the U.S. Senate to drop

v
legislation that co(d result 1n the moving of the U.S. Embassy 1n Israel

# Mo Dt Abiedom o 0§ dytimche lopreenfitie & lﬁfg/h—"w mm,mﬁ
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from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem. Bishop James Malone,lpre51dent of the
National Conference of Catholic Bishops, i1n a letter to President
Reagan, urged ham to ask Sen. Jesse Helms, Republican of North Carolina,
to withdraw an amendment on the embassy transfer. The amendment has
been proposed for pending legislation on strengthening diplomatic

security in the face of terrorism.

(Terming the Helms' amendment "very dangerous," Bishop Malone
wrote: "The effect of the amendment could force the transfer of the
U.S. Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem. I know that previous efforts
to achieve this objective have been opposed by your administration and I
write to request your leadership in opposing this very dangerous

amendment.l’

(The U.S. Catholac Conference, the bishops' public policy arm, 1n
1984 opposed measures to move the embassy "because we believed such a
unilateral move would fail to address the special significance Jerusalem
holds for Moslems, Jews and Christians and it would present yet another
obstacle to progress toward a Middle East peace. Our position, then as
now," he wrote, "has been guided by the overall position of the Holy See

on Jerusalem.") (National Catholic News Service, July 7, 1986J

In 1950 new discussions and negotiations took place, at first
centering on the Garreau plan which proposed internationalization of a

limited area of Jerusalem, but including all the Christian Holy Places.
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Subsequently, a draft statute was drawn upAt/he Trusteeship Counc1il based
on guldelines in the Dec. 9, 1949 resolution which had reaffirmed the
internationalization of all Jerusalem. Neither proposal received
sufficient support of the UN General Assembly which completed 1ts work

in Dec. 1950 without adopting any resolution regarding Jerusalem.

Only after 1t became obvious that the Jewish State was viable and
vigorous, and that the United Nations was incapable of enforcing its
resolutions regarding the internationalization of Jerusalem and the holy
places, did THE VATICAN MAKE ITS FIRST TENTATIVE ATTEMPTS AT A RAP-
PROACHMENT WITH THE ISRAELIS, IF NOT WITH THE STATE OF ISRAEL. On March
27, 1952, Pope Pius XII received Moshe Sharett, now Israel's Foreign
Minister, i1n a private unofficial audience. (See p. 11 for report on
first audience.) Sharett assured the Pope that Israel would respect
Christian rights. The Pope did not take any stand on the subjects
raised by Sharett. In the years that followed, Israel was visited by a
number of eminent Catholics including some Latin American prelates, who
subsequently spoke 1n highly complimentary terms of what they had seen
in the country. A growing number of Catholic priests began the serious
study of modern Hebrew. In 1955, a group of Jesuits, Dominicans, and
Franciscans spent six months 1in a intensive Hebrew-language course,

studying side-by-side with new Jewish immigrants.

Vatican authorities were impressed by Israel's attitude toward the

holy places. In November 1955, Israel's Ministry of Religious Affairs
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presented to Msgr. Antonio Vergani, the Latin Patriarchal Rerpresenta-
tive 1n Israel, a check in final compensation for war damage to Catholic
institutions. In a formal letter to the Israel government (Nov. 16,
1955), Vergani thanked the government for the "CONSTANT ASSISTANCE I WAS
GIVEN IN THE SETTLEMENT OF THE VARIOUS QUESTIONS OUTSTANDING BETWEEN THE
ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH AND THE STATE OF ISRAEL WITHIN THE LATTER'S

TERRITORY."
\ 4
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THE official ¥XXXKX Vatican, however, still seemed reluctant
to mention the State of Israel by name. In May 1955, sevez;;l months

prior to Vergani's letter, the Israel Philharmonic Orchestra hsd been

h
granted an audience by Pope Pius X II and had given him a private
[] —

) ~
concert as a gesture of gratitude for the help the Churésh had given to

)
Jewish victims of Nazism. In 1ts review of the concert, L'Osservatore

=
Romano simply said théét the Pope had addressed "Jewish musicians

———

—
of fourteen different nationalities.!" Not a word was mentioned about t he

o \Wbs)
The aCCession of Pope John XXIII in l958’1naugurated an era

= =
of liberaliZation 1in the attlpipdes of the Catholic Church. The new

aCTUAL nationality of the players.

Pope, formerly Angelo Cardinal Roncalli, had maintained cordial relations
with Jews, and, on his election, exchanged messages of goodwill with

fe—
the President and Chief RaBBI of Israel. His coronation was attended

Lﬁg(fmqpﬂﬁ!d tn/
by Eliyahu Sasson, then Israel's Ambassador to Italy, who a the

ceremonies as a ''special delegate of the governmenrt of Israel.'" In 1962
Saul Colbi, Director of the Department for Christian Communities of the

D
Israel: MtiPlStry of Religious Affairs, attended the opening ceremonies

of the Vatican Council.

The Vatican still did not establish official diplomatic
relations with the State of Israel. To no small extent, this was motivated
by FEAR OF ARAB REPRISALS AGAINST CATHOLIC COMMUNITIES OR INSTITUTIONS

IN ARAB LANDS. The extent of the pressure the Arab states were capable

whok

of exerting can best be seen fromhfransplred during the yatican Council,

=

which, begun by POPE John XXIII and continued by his successor, Paul VI,
met in four separate sessions from 1962 to 1965. (See my paper on

?Vatlcan Council II and JEWISH-Christian Relatlons]"f availoble gﬁu«
M h“\_'.n Lean J’Q"’J \ﬁ\ QW\L&\‘“ee- ‘)
See NT (opem e KTt bove [L
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CItWhen the 1963 session discussed a proposed "Dé:?laratlon on the JE:ws"
repudlaéiﬁng the deicide charge of collective Jewish guilt for the
Crucifixion, the CoRptlc Patrla£Z}h of Ale > > xandraia, Unlteaa Arab
Repdgbllc, warned that;such a stattemnt vere azggigpved "wa shall

have to face tdhe music from the Arab “athiPS " He asserted that to

=~ (‘I(Zﬁﬂ«

admit tha%the Jews had not been guilty 1in thea dea{;héof Jeefﬁs would

mean that ;&Pey had a right to their Homeland after all, and this the

Arabs could not tég}erate.Such waz%hlngs, combined ég?th religious

opp051t16¥h from conservative and several égbenly anti-Semitic clerics,
—

preventé@? that session from taking up the statement.

During the October 1964 SESSlég%, when jthe statement was
discussed aGAIN, TﬁE Arab League countries instructed their diplomatic
réé?resentaIg;VES i;g R ome to contact the% cardinals and bishops
and make plain to éghem the ;pofégﬁcal ingigécatlons of a pro-Jewish

d(c;\u\fn,hb"\ ] \
on the part of the CounC1l.$rab newspapers warned that the matter of

the Jewish declaratloﬁh would be raised at the coﬁ@%erence of 1eade2?

of nonaligned nathg%s that was meeting in Cairo atd the time. When

the Council gave preliminary approval to a sgé?ongly égérgd#ed statement
condemning anti-Jewish discrimination and declaring that the Church

re jected the deg}c1de charge agalnS/éhe Jews, Foreign Minister Kadri
Toukan of Jordan $daid that the act would encourage Israel to '"continue
1ts aggressive policy.'" Ten Christian members of the JordaNIAN Parliament
sent a mesage to Pope Paul calling the statement a '"stab in th%heart

o#Chrlstlanlty

Two days after the jpassag*e of the pro-Jewish statESment,
&
the Pope, in an effort to pacxfythe Arabs, arrangedd to met with

l

Charles Helou,the Christian Pre51denft of LebaSnon. Augustin CarAdinal

Bea, President of {the Vatélcan Secretariat of Christian Unity,in

S
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a froﬁht pagxe editorial in L'Osservatore Romano, stresed the ;Iurely
rellglousk 51gfn1df1cance of thea deéclaratlon, d en#ylng that
1t had any political aims or 1nt%ént10ns. The statement was flnaqg}
ratified when the Vgicaﬁ C}punexl closed in October 1965, and was
a modified version of fthe draft declaration passed the yeard before.
In January 1964, Pope Paul made a pllgrlmageg tgo égye
Holy Land. After arriving in Jordan on Janurary 4, he spent JanuaEgE}
5 in IsraEL, V1sagéng Meglddo,Nazarégkh, lebé@}las, and Cap#ﬁéﬁrnaum,
repeatdeddlfy announcing that he had come strictly as a pjilgrim to
wiorship at the holy places theére.The Arab wﬂorld exploited the
occasion for propaganda purposes. Reportersﬁﬁ;rxvzng in Jordan from
all over the world to cover ﬂthe PqE%e"s visit éggreé given kits
from the Jordanian Offlce¢ of Information coﬁntalnlng VLoﬁlently anti-
Jewish materélal. The Arabic version of the Jordan radio's response
to the Pope's messaGE declar{ed that Q@%o thousandjﬂyears ago the (
Jews crucified Christ and flffggéﬁp years ago they at#tacked the peq#;
of PaLESTINE...THE Jews :n?;a tghe ejfiemies of God afd  of all
rellgloins in ithe world."

(

In hl? re;ponse to an address of welcome from Presideant
3 O-{eul
Zalman Shazar, waho met }t&he Pope as he entgéeregd Israel, Pope

Paul referred to the Pre;;a ent as "Your Excellency;" and expresed

his thanks to the "authorities" wggo had been kind to him, but he never
referred toj''Israel'" or to a "Jewish State.'" At the same time, he
instructed Eugeé%? C;ErdlnaL Tissedrant, who had accompanied him on

the Jou£§ney, to kindle memorial lights and to recite %ﬁrayeér

in the Memorial Chamber in Yad Vashem. When he left, Pope Paul VI

told the Israeli Chief of Protocol that '"we saw today a living people

at work, a calm and serene people.' He also accepted a medallion with

the words "State of Israel" engraved upon it in Hebrew, and said,
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"Shalom, shalom" in Hebres.
THE VATICaN AD JERUS ALEM - &FTER L96T
Jerusslem's uaification under Isrzeli control in 1967 led to =2

resumed debate which hz=d oroduced no significant result -ince the
beginnang of the 1950e. Foll&{ng I-r=zel's victory in the Six-Day War,
Pove Paul VI =2t 2 coneistoyy held on June 28, 1967, ci:lled for the
INTERITATCONALIZATION OF JERUSALEM. Accordiang to the V+tic>n <pokesman

who relescsed@ the re-ort of the consictory to the New Y.rk Tines, Iesrael's

assurancees thatkt would a2fford 11 Bi1ths free access to the holy places

wae not enougnd to satisfy the Vetican. On June 9, 1967, Megr. Vallaine

the Vatican'e official spokesnuan, forcefully znd clearly reaffirmedx its
tradttmonal position based on the TERRXIBORIAL INTERJATIONALIZATION (F THE
ENTHE CI'Y. He st:oted that "the UN resolutions of Wpvember 1947 were and

are 1n accord with the wishes of the Hply 8ee." A few days later the
Vatican observer 2t the UN circulated a document declsring that the Vatican
was "conv1ncgd tnst the only solvtion whi h ofersg a sufficfent gvarantee
for the prot4dction 6f Jerusalem and of 1te HAly Pracecs 1c to nlgce the city
and 1t: vicinity under an INTERNATIONAL REGIJE."™ He fvrther =tzted that "th
term 'internztionalization' in 1te peoper cense meane a SEPARATE TERRITORY,
A'CORPUS SEPARATUI' SUBJECT TO AN INTERATIONAL REGIME." (c20s mine.)

On Jyne 30, 1967, a group o Latin Americ~n countries insvieed by

the Vatican, oresentéd 2 draft recolution deelgnedkw suppott the .
k]

INTERNATIONALIZATION CF JERUSALEN. but this di1d not obtain a sufficient
ma)pity to he accepted ty the General Asrembly. Tkt failure indicated that
the majoxryty of the re tions repecented at the UN no longer considered
this solutinpviable.

The Vatic:n zcvarently was nowwilling to come to terms with the
new situntion created by Israel's victory. A number o meetinge were held

in Rome between Ehud Avriel, Ierscli Ambzssador to Itily, and Vatican



officizle, i1ncluding the¥ rope, ~vhich 18 to the decisaon *“> receive
zn Iereelil emisce.ry 1a the Vatican tesring a mmscge from Eshkol for
Paul VI.W It w = 5le0o agr ed thet a Vatican representetive woudd be
gent 1mrediztzsly afterwards to Icr-el "to get fire<t-hand kaowledge of
the situztion nd the attitude o tne Jomz2l authorities "

I, Jyly 1967, = ceries of meetings w:c hgd in Jerurclem between
Prime Msnister Eshkol znd Msgr. aAngelo Felici. the V-tié&*n Under-
Secretary for Extrzordinary affairs ALt the end of thie mec1on 2 Joint
comm nique, signed ~y hegr. Felici 2nd Dr. J-cob Herzog, Director General
of the Braime Wyniater‘s Cffice, on July 11. rec&éed th- -t sy discusesion
had tzken plece rez-rding "a aumber of passible forvvlae .that
might be t-ken 1ato conszicerztion for tn- prurp s of an acceptable
solution of the aimporteont 1sve connected »ath the H~ly Plzces."

Shortly after 2 st2temént carculsted by the Isr<eli Foreign Ministry
forther ststed th-t the mrties had discvsced the powrihility f drawing
up 2 STATUTE FOR THE HOLY PIaCES "without prejedice to the acquired
righte o the v-riovs communities" b=aced on "a sdtisfactory tegal formula
desigred to give the Holy Places status ¢ mparadle, 1a rai~hnte and
immunity, to tnst of divlomatic missions." The Joint communique éescribed
the rlks 2s nsving bYeen marked by “cordlalltﬂand muatuzl wnderstanding."

VATICAN RECHISIDERATIONE

The failure of tne Latin Arme&ricsn resolution =zt the UN, and
the Israeli zoecament'e willingaess to ppen negotiztions regardmg the
estatus of the Haly Places 184 the Vatican to reconszzéder 1tc position,
From August 1967, the Vztican'e poeition bec.me moee elastic 2nd
indefinive, Ite dema2nd for a sgcr%lXQ interm taonslly guariZeed st:ﬁﬁié
for Jerus2lem 2ad the Haly Pkces wze no longer =zccormpanied by the

veual referencec to the territorizl intern=ti nalizition of the city.
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Pope P2ul VI aopezred to mzake this explicit in 2n impatant >llocution
on Decemder 22, 1967, nich stre<szed the two fe:ture~ ta>t the Vatican
concidered "eccentizal ind imeoscible to evzde" in anv solutionto the
oroblenes of J2rusalem nd the Holy Places:

"The first concerns the Haly Plasces prcperly so=called nd concidered
aa guch hy the three great monotheistic religions, J' é=1em, Christianaty,
and Islan. It 1¢ A matter of guaranteeing freedam of worshin, respect for,
preservatlon¥ of , and 2ccess to the fiHoly Places. PROTECTED 3Y SPECIAL
IMMU IITIES THANKE TO A SPZCIAL STATURE, WJOSE OBSERVATION #OULD 3E GUARAN-
TEED BY AN INSTITUT1ON INTERWNATI JNAL IN CHARACTER, TAKIN%&%é%gﬁﬁg—a% THE'
HIST&%C AND RELIGIOBS PER=OWALITY OF JERUSALEY. The second aspect of the
juestion r-fers to tie free enfoyment of the legitaimate civil and religioms
riphte of nercons, residence=s 2nd 3actaivities of ALL CUMJANNITIES present
on the territoty of Pale tine."

Thus . the Tope spelled out the three features needed to be
1ncc§,por9ted in any fommula replacia' that of Jeruszlem'e ter@torlal
internation:lization - on which the Vaticaa no longer insiets:

(1) the nro#ection of the Hhly Plzces =ad the HISTORICAL AND
RSLIGIOUS CHAR.CTZIr OF Tas CITY,

(2) the INTERWATIQVsL NaTURE GF fHE STHTUTE which would hmve to
be apzliczble to both the Hnly Plces sad Jerusalem, -ad

(3) guarantees regarding the civil and religirous richts of the
cormunities ® 1in Palestine.

The fir t feature - ;%he nistorrical and reliziovs charqctfr}%f
the ci1ty - i1ndicatbes a refuvs=2l to accept 2 solution baged mxr only on
the ertraterritorial nature of the Holy Ploces, hich, zlthough protecting
adequately the Holy Blaces themselves could aot orovide sny guarantee
agains t changes refulting, for example from town-planning -°nd architectural

1mnovatione nhich risht casnge the e~cred cn2ractzsr >f the zatire datv.
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(UNEBECO Resnlution 3.343, adopted October 1968, reflected +hese Vatican
concerns by referring to "patrimoine culturel" consieting not only of the
Holy Flkces bé?%he sntire Holy City as well «nd which ctresced 1ts value
"pour 1'human1tg tovt eatlgre.")

Tnis December 227 1967, speecn of Pope Pzul VI clearly wiched to
clarify that'ﬂhlle the Vatican waes peepared to abandon Jerusailem's
territorial internatzoaalization 2nd coasider alternstive solutions
(vhich, however, were not sepecified), 1t was not pre:sred to compromiSe
on the h:cic requirements th-t had led 1t in 1948-50 to requst =2
"corpus separatum", n-mely, the need to ensvre the dresence of a
siznificant Christisn community 1a Palecstine, znc¢ the needko protect the
H,1y® Places. Thece reguirenents would 3anocarently hive to he catisfied
in 2ny new formula jut fo- ward.

The Ieraell posation cle-rly divergez from this V¥stican view
in that Icsrael regards Jerusalem firetly ac the czpital of $he Jewish
St=te, and tne 1aterecste® of the €hxxx¥xxrxEamx intern=tional community
are rectricted to the Hnly Places. As expressed by then Isrieli Foreign
Minister Abh- Zb.n in a letter to the UN Secretary General on April 30,
1968, zand in = sgeech bef yee the UN Generzsl 4Acsembly on Sept 19, 1969,
"the i1ntern:tion-sl interect i1n Jerucalem hae alwmys been understo 4 to
der‘::e from the presence of the Holy Places,'Y,/ the probkem wzg therefoe
"to =2ssure the univers2l caaracter of the Hply Places" %y re:ne o
mechanlsme guarsateeing control by the virious r<lisious comminities.
This e the basis far Iesrael's propos:le Tor the extraterrit:riality of
the Hnply Pleces discussed in the 1967 negotiations.

The Vztican coansiders this unsaticfzctory tecruse 1t gave no

‘8atholic
guarantee regirding (2) the svrvival of the €hxxsixzm commualy 1in

Palestine; 2and (b) the protection of the sacred character of Jerusalem
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from which, i1n the V->tican'e view, the problem of the Holy Pl» cee could

not be 1solated. Seeking to mobilive I<l=mic opainion Fooe i1l VI sent

z veccage 1n Tzptemh=r 1959 t5 the Islanic fummit Conference 1n Rabat,
Yoroceco, 1a which ne orc oeed thixdxwx an agreeneat between Jewg, Curietian:
and ¥,eclime to recogaize tae cacred char:=ctzr of Jerusalem i¢ the other
holy places.

On October 6, 1969, Foreign i‘liaister abb~ Eban m& with “ope Paul VI,
onéd s21d: "I found .n 2tuoocshere of eat-em znd srofound reecpect for our
eovereirgnty ad for our historical evolution " H- also noted thaﬁhe had
ceen an Ier-eli flag on dicplsy in 4 corridor in the Vatican But cdesparte
this ireanic sparat, the core difficulties were obvirualy not oercome.

In early 1971, the Pone sent a letter to the Isrzeli Precident 1in
whaich e bluntly etated that he could not subsecribe to anv agreement

(2nd could not recognize
with 2 country that the V:tacan dad nctrecognlze/?hlle 2 state of war

existed in the V-ddle Eqatyand rejected an X aoparent Isrieli offer

to acknowledge "the Pope ac tne representative o all the Christian groups."”
(The Worlé Council of Chmrchecsz and other Christian bodiea exprecsed
concerns thzt an agreemmt hetween the Vatican and Isr-ael might be at

their exvense, and ceveral protested See W. Zander's book p. 111 ff.)

In 1ter years, Taul VI's et+tevents d>n Jerusalem , ire ged the
growing concern for the fate ofitae Christian co.nmunrties 1n Pzalestmne
engaged 1n an exodve craiticized by Catholac Chueh leaders. These cr1t104&§
cseem oblivious to the fzct that some 14,000 Chrictizns emigrzted from
Jerasalem dur1n$¥he verioffi of Jordanian occuption from 1948 to 1967,
ond that 1t has come to a2 h2l- since 1967 Ag21inst the backzround of
the departures o Christians from such Aradb countries =g Egypt, Jodan,
Levanon, and ILibya, 1t seems th-ot Bhat thef Christizan comminity in Israel
has become one of the mat stadble and flourishing. (See my Teetimonkg on

Jorusalem befae the House Foreign Affiirs Comnltteerijhh ?3ll1ﬂfa”“J”LQ
P LV VR P IT N Cnu.-...\'q\:z.\
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The Pope's <t-temeats - linked to progress in ecumenicn and

interreligious relationenioe thst had occur:-ed in the 1960« and 1970s -
3lso developed moee fully the theme o religious vluraliesm in Jerusalem,
the HglanClty for the three grezt monotheistic relzzions. Both of these
concerns led to the underscoring of the Vztican's besic demand. 2 special
internationzall~ guaranteed statude <hich yoyld ensure the sicred and
univer<al charzcter of Jerusalen.

The 1970s pacssed with ao varticularly signifieent chansge in the Vata-
can's ooe1tion on Jervezlem #'.1le relati~ns between the Votican an& Israel
- although undergoing ceriods of tension - slowly but ste=dily improfed
>nd were strenzthened by the gositive outcome of the return of the

Acvels beshop
Notre Dame de France Convent to the Vatican, by the vic<it of Nsgr.

/gt LS K"\l 4 1?.) Ui devSenrakery S S taXe, ‘umﬂh oned oS S&LUM-" Sh-h’. [....‘{uu. Menting tutrim e
» Y Giovanni Penell:i of the Vitican Secretary of State to Ier-el in 1972,

Sy

and by Mﬂ he Dayan'e visit to the Vaticzan a few ve-rs Mter.
<gj//.pp qﬁ:In Novemher 1977, Egypt's ZPresident Sacat made ails hastoric
t;,fEQQurney to Jerusalem and with lienachem Beigin, aad PresakEnt Einmy
Carter gignéd the breaktnrough Camp David z2gceement. Pope John Paul II
0~ Ma\fb\/\ i b
welcomed the Camp Davad agreemunt& whlle Egypt and Iersel did not resolve
their difference- over Jeru=<ilem In a confidential mees gr to both <iders,
the Vaticon reitersted 1tc pontion
Pope Jdnahn Pszul II 1a 2 sseech befoee the UN Gener=zl Assehbly
in 1979, reaffirmed in keoing with Pwul VI'e previows etatements the
"hope for =z specail statvte that uander interaational guaranteec...would
recpect the mrticular natvre of Jerusalem."
In Getobver 1979, the Vatican's Permnanemt Observer to the UN
distributed a detziled document reaffirmiang the Hply See's demand for

"s special statute 1nterna2tionally guaranteed fa'Jerusale$4\U51ng

epecifically religious language, the document =~sve priority to "the
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intention ..to urecerve and guarantee to the Holy City 1t< i1dentitv as
a religious center unicue :nd outetsnding i1an the history of the world,
1a such a wsy thet may oeccome 2 ctable place of encouvnter and concad
for the three grest moastheicstic religione." accoddiag to the Vatican,
this 1mplied "sboe 2ll. the recognivion of an historiral =ad reliciovs
oluralaism, T2 be put into -ractice by according to -1l of the three
relizions. 1n their p rticular exprescsion s conmunltleﬂ} full
enjoyment of their resprtive rights, EXCLUDING POSITIONS (F PREDOMINANCE,
(caye mine), néd, 1adeed., fivowing the vrospect of 2 vesefvl human and
religious dialogue "

The fiasl peart of the document concentratedo on the theme of
equal righte, both religious wnd cavil, for all threex co.:.muaities
oresent in derusalem. It spgecifies the need "to define the territory
and list the Holéflacec, s well z2sm govide for the gu-~rantees and for the
cppervisioa “hich the internstional community w1 1 heve to give to
the 'etatute' and for the juridical fomm of thi connitment and of the
accodd of thr interect=c cartie=."

Bv ecincentrating on religaous olur+4lism and equal rirhte

the Vaticz:n anaov scems to recduce the former paramouat <eigaificance of
the Holv Placec gae 1f they vere norxs detail in a laxrgsr decizn aimed at x
making Jerusalem the place 'kere the three major monotheisitc relrginus m
could work tcg=ther in the future i1n light of the historac-l memories
of the p-st.

Shortly bvef.,ee the Isrs-=11 Knecset declared Jerusclem to be the

"whole =2nd united capital" of the Jewich St=te. L'Oeserwita= Romano

warned sg-inst the anil=teral intiatives by one st>t= ~nd the 1nadeqguacy
of "vilaterz2l zgr-ements oetwreen one or more et:tec." Tazt ecemed to be

an i1ndirect refereance to z possible solution negolicted between I<rael
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md a agumher of ar-b couatries, exclu€ing "Chraistizn" cour triecs. The
Vaticen journal zg%1n str cced the need for -n "zzsproilriaie leg2al
cvetern, guarsnteec ny rowe hi‘h r international 2 thurigy" neaning
quite likely the UK.

While todsy the va2tic-n ceewre 10 re flexaible about the lex-1

€
framework o th= sgyciel statute for Jorucslen nd perhaps v1ll nct

require 1le extension to the eatire caty., the 1.1y fee doee Tirnly
demand that 1t chould be 1aternz2tional in netuee 3nd be decigned
t0o have three purgoses:
(1) protection wath complete equality o the relig oe snd cival
righte of tne cormunities i1n Psle« tane
(2) the eafeguardiag of the =sacrzd character of Jerus~lem and
orotection of the Holy Flces, né
(2) the encovragersnt of ¢i1zlogue iné collahoration hetween
the belizsver= 1n the three monotheirtic religions.
Re=ecertinag Ic<rael's commitment to exlra-territoriality of
the Haly Places, Abbz EBan has surmaarized Isrsel's policies in thece

words.,

"The city (Jeruszlem) 1s open To the constructive initiative

Yve
Jewe, Chrictiane 2nd .neckeme the world oer in tne further-nce of ate
development, ecpecially of 1ts cultural 2hd sviritvel :sccete, +nd 1n
1acreasinz the number of 1nestitutions -nd enterprices te<tifying to
the city's historical uaggueness sné speci2l mresiroa of pronoting
faith, progress snd vesce. Should Chrastian and Maslem caircles, to
0 owtl,

vhom¥ Jeruszlem 1m dezr, m%éflfest initiative of their om/ 1t will
be welcome znd they will benefitl from Goveranent suooott, just as they

hgve heen befiefittiang ur to aow."



VATIZAX O EER S XRIREAXX T ICAREZXTIAYS "WITH XISRARL "

by Marc H. Tanennaum

Alzost—mooreeatidly, Israeli dip’emsts and Jewish interfaith leaders
have been undo=gosing = {undamenial 211d far-resching changs in th2ir stritales
tosard the Vatican's aszzfamxeting refusal to establish Egll Je jure diplomatic
relations with the State of Israel.

oince the creation o £ Israsl in 1948, the gensral aoompach of Llsraeli
and Jewish sookesmen has bzen one of either seeking to persuade or to pressure
the Holy See into moving from 43 facto ricognition toward full noraslization
of diolomatic tie:(\wlth the Jewish State. Increasingly, Israeli ani Jewish
reprasentatives have heen coming to the conviction that the Vatican needs
noraal diplomatic relationshivs sith Israel, far morz than I,rael raquites it.
In many ways, tnc Holy Ses is in s gzeo-dolitical bqw not unliks that
of the Soviet Union in relation to Israel and Jorder. Not having ambassaders
assigned to Jerusalem(and Amman), neither the Holy See nor the Iremlin are

1n a oosition at oresan®t te bacoas real fsctors in Middle East ne=ca 1900*1at10na./

9qvess Ve (5 axncalol )
Mikhail Gorbachev, the Soviet's admo—rrrrister/ aonarently recogniza&-
™Maje <
these brute facts of Middle E-st rpaﬁjgslitlk and ¥ making/orodas for

JSskg
correcting theiw(anmalons sts*ns. M2 "sly S2e sz2ms to e cortert rnith

:u4aluglonal alt3rnativa, nanely, that having an Anostslic Delegateﬂ asslzned
to "Jarusalem and Palsstine" who commutes between the Holy City and Amman ix
delivering messages is sufficient for establishing the Vatidan as a real acter
in the Mildle East drama. In the judgment of a number of Jzwish and a g/§1ng
groun of Catholic sxnerts, tas Vatican's femsaspes B8 courting a 1iplomatic
disaster for the Holy G5ee.

At the cors of the revised lsraeli and Jewish understaniing of this
qu2stizn 1s ine dawaing of a =ealigation t-at the Jawish world has been
asproaching the Vatican through 1ts own delusions. To put 1t bluntly, the
accepted scenario for decades “zs been that the Vaticsn has been the wianer,

and Israel (and world Jewry) ths loser in the }Miiile Last game. And consequentls




tne loser has felt comoallad to hessech tha wiwzxiawx vinndr to help thelssar
cut i8% losses by making a2 generous gesture of conferring full diolomataigd
ties with Israel. Apart from other moral and oolitical defecss, that oeseeching
vosture has fed the Holy Sse’'s ielusion t*at it is in some suvarior condition
1n ralation to Israsl's er»mwelling need an. tra* the Vaiican nizht w231 drag
1ts Te=et, using its raluctance teo Hrstow no;?f tias 33 1a3verage tc evtract
cartain fundament-1 concessinns from Israel regarding the skmukx status of

Yhe holy ¢laces,
Jerusala;}{E’PﬁIégiiﬁiagéaomeland, tax henefits for Catholie instfgiions, among
other age—efdas, a ctano d ehong,

The fatal flaw in both the V-~tican and the Israeli (Jewish) ielusions
is that the actual history of events in the Middle East distate an altogsther
different scenario. A careful study of the record of the Vatican's foreign poligy
in relation to ilsrasl = from the vary jsgainings of Zionism mn-17 th2 osrasent
rgygy day — 31Z<asts that an faet “ho Vatican's miiex pekeiwsx policies toward
the Jawish State have been virtually an unbrokentggzégaiof diolomatic faiTurqj}
and that Isras) has emergel as consistent wictor 1n its z2030)1tiral obdjectives.
‘hus, 1L ta%as little sense for the winmmer to “ehave toward the lossr as if
the loser has some special benefit to grant the—wimer, without which the
winner coull noi conweivably survive. ".at me make the case for the ravisad

8C2Marlo.

There have been roughly four periods in the evolutien of the
Vatican's policies toward Zlézplsm anl tre Stats of Israsl:

I - 18496 to 1917 - From the inceotion of the Zionist movement in the
late 1890s down to tha creation of the State of Israel in 19Y47-48, *he Vatiean
was mainly oppossed to Zionism and its cantral sbjectivs - Lhe 2312271shnent
of a Jawish Stste in the *igly Land. Ths word ®mainly" is intended as a qualifier
Dacausz, in the context of ganeral opposition during this oeried, there were some
Papal and Vatic=n statements which wers symozthatic %o Jewish rassttlement in
Palestins for "™ugmnitarian® reasons.

\§46)
On May 19, I@6s thres months 2fter the aooisarancs of The Jawish

State, Theodor Herz! hsd an inlarview wit' Msgr. Antonio Agliardi, the Papal



York-Sl-1n0r, ‘.a 1% all tra Javs sant2l 23 By a2 '3 stted! b th. rtand LI
~ s e 319973, 32 021l ~3card gt 2 0 "realtamiaa™ ilzavor a4l woall ot
e ey av—" - r—
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fnazde their ™ ™=b3 53 fouad "2i12aiz3" wm Palasting,

Such "sympathetic ' expressions were subthemes to the mainline policies

of the Holy 3ee which ooposed Zzonlsm and the Jewish State during th:is period —

— =R

7-‘———"""_—"'--.
primarily for theological)and historical ressons.

Nee Do %"'ﬂ“" ﬁ\‘ jm .
Ine Jatican's anti-Zionism was a corollary of Catholic theologi-al anti-

Judaism. It was roctz2x fn the classic Christian "teachings of contemnot™ ﬁ:ﬁich

>

demonologica11f portraﬁéd the Jo'> 8s an accursed race both because they rejected
Jesus as their savior as well as for their heing allegedizy "Chrisk-'-11lers."
Exile from Palestine was Gnd's ounishment, and the precondition for their return
to the Promised Land was thair conversion to Chrasti.niuy.

This thzolosical opvosition to the establisnment (or reestablishemént)

¢

o of Jewish sovereisnty over the Holy Land was reinforced by Catholic historiography.

()J'V
@;fl’h In that view, Constantine the Great had acceoted #xm Bhristianity as the religion

>
"i”{r
t:ﬂf*; the Holy Lend, Jerusalem, 2nd th2 Holy places had been Christian.
A1 LU
>

o The Arab conocuest of Jerusalem under Caliph Omar in 638 CE faced the

N

C

A

~or2 of the Roman Enpire 1n(342 CE,;and therefore the fovernment which contolled

Christian world with the fact that its most sacred shrines were in the hands of
"1nfidels." The Crusades were launched beginning 1for ¥hk® twin purposes:

first, the liberati~n of Christ:ian sanctusrias from the ruling Moslem infidels
and heathens;" and then, the reestablishment of Latin Christianity in Palestine,

perceived in Christian imagination solely as "the Lani of Christ."

—

That exclusive vision was expressed tyuicallyhpne crusader, the Dominican

Stechan of Bourbon who wrote: "We are the descendants of the Holy Lani both according
to the flesh and thae spirit...here our mobher the Church had its origin. Likewise the

land 1s ours by the right of succession 2s far mx as we are the “rue children of

e

GodX" In Valmar Cramer's comoendium, another crusader is quoted a#&aylng:

"This land nelongs to us 2y the risht of purebase ani acquisition, for

Christ bought it for us by his blocd, has expe'led the Yewioh neople from it by the

might of the Rcmans ~nd has wended 1t to Crrist-niom.”
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Thus, the evidence 1s 2ouniant that t e Vatic n's oolicles durz-- thas
periol = and for same time “eveng = was inrinated oy what Dr, lalter Zander

deserives 1n his study, T.ro2] an? ih. Yoly Placrs of Christeninon (Pr »~ger Publishers,

1971), as "a O-tinlic nos*algia “or %hie Trisades™ wrich loo¥2d fowwa ' to "the

reneval of t¥= salendours of t' 2 fif.t covturs ~f the Crusaie..”

—_—

"h2,2 “r20logicul and historicul vievs undergirded te "oly Je:'s support

l::"g‘os“"' ol the Jvies—Picot arr=s-eni sxyg si7nel oy Brincz and Sritear 10! 1916 which
called

for tha\[ﬁm*hmtm n of Pale t:neqa‘r-ng th iy derio?, the V-tac-n
— e i AN, -

02fie~ria) 1y santrst2l Trancy = "Lu2 27dest dsvzghior ~7 +he Church™  » i*% the rcle

]

sl arotector of Couv 27 3nir *h5.11 the Tevoat, ' g 1 francer *2 haeone
t 2 orotacic~ WaEE tedlllant. o 133umes sttt aa oy ™o 2wscling

- u -~
of the Palestine Mandate to Protes#ant Gregat Bri*iin n' =uane fosaice ~J the
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II - 1917-1947 = In the aftermath of World War I, the Holy See sought oppertunities
te reestablish its influence in the Holy Land unattabnable during the Moslem rule
from 638 CE dewn te 1917, wvhen the Ottoman Emoire coellapsed. In 1915, the Vatican's

f-"r', Cachar
hepes were raised when the 3ritish Fereign Secretary, Bir Edward Grey, peepesed a

pest—war"neutral Palestine" te bs superviged by Eurepeam pewers, the United States, and
m'y Pre ocenpedon W Woly band woi wot I3y cifSwsive twan Mot 4P Frmnce or oF Ressia Fot e
Geiya the. Vati Conen junttedly wa st chated lets h\ Feligisat g Yoy Wilifary Co djdevetons, From
c:.t a hcakn. Srt. shawdpt yoviam ok Tuy Strategie Frevimihy $1 Suar Caral ¢ lmfly €onlA nel Yoe
atlewad H L w andisf mmoler powty Grey- nubtr allenire allics, ove pond Fam7 ALLICD CoNopmiIN19M

g ‘l;',:"&z The Hely See werked consistently te have the mandate granted te a Foman Cathelic
!.' ] L . — e e

pever., Framce cellaberated with the Vatican at first fer RemanCathelic Belgiua te

£de be awarded the mandate, with France te remaim the erimary influemce. ‘he Vatican

9).1“““

‘,\_":f;;f‘& was bitterIy iisappoin[tod vhen Pretestant Great Brisain wvas assigged the mandate.
yoed
;:, a5 fur fic,uer, While the Holy See contimued te press fer the internationalizatism ef Palestime,

" ks e L AT

it began te shift its fecus te twe primary ebjectives durimg thhs peried:

(a) The imtsznationalizetism ef the hely plaees under the centrel ef "Christias
eceuntries; ™ and

(b) The prevemtie m ef "Jewish demimatisn® ever Palestine.

Irsmically, it was a distimguished Cathelic layman, Sir Mark Sykes, the British

diplemat, whe megetiated the “ykes-Picet agreezent ofs 1916 Eith France. Sykes went te

flome im 1917 te persuade the Vatican/#/A¢¢ te accppt Protsstant 3ritaim rahtsr tham

France - wiiminonmrmffizkxihrertzruchnbcdnodamndatizooay oorakrekroox@rkiattes
Icraxtuncdoodimxiannmiorx es, the pretecter of the Hely Lawd. Om April 11, 1917, Sykes
(S<¢ caneyg

met with Msgr, Fugemle Pacelld (later Pepe Pius XII, 1939-58), whe was then Under-

sesretary fer Extraerdinary Affairs at the Vatican Sccrltng'i:}. of State. A fev}y._
Y

s
. iCI™ we Celsel » ﬁj’cf nslle lmc" . . cr A:({“
MM, |later, he %ad am audiense with[Pepe Bemeditt XV (1914-22)) Frem thes: talks/ Sykes
g v urdsrsteed

r‘)-ﬂq zxxwxwd that the Vaticam was ready ts acespt Britain as the masdatery sewer in Palestine.
éacording te the Enayclepedia of Zienism amnd Israel (p.lOS})\ Sykes used
kis influemce te explain te Vatican autherities that Zienism weuld met clask witk
Christian er Cathelic wishes coencernimg the heoly places iz Palestins.

@L.a l~.¢.. Cow;‘a\ﬁ\-l‘ Gwkad ol pues z‘*"‘-'f*.“" Wite Guail tuewenicd v ped Sov fqu]
(5 EC enip Fut

o bate Sidet 0w,




VATICAN/ISRAEL M. Tanenbaum

It seems clear that the Vatican's early opposition to Zionism and
to the Jewrsh State was based on (a) theological reasons; (b) historical
reasons; 1.e., Christian claims to "own" Palestine since the days of
Constantlnes and (c) soc1o—p011t1cfial reasons; 1.e., the 1ntense

pressures from Arab Christians and their fear of reprisals from the

Arab-Muslim world.

THEOLOGICAL REASONS FOR OPPOSITION

189k

On May 19, T986 - three months after the appearance of The Jewish \/

State, Theodor Herzl had an interview with Msgr. Antonio Agliardi, the

Papal Nuncio 1in Vienna, for the purpose of enlisting the support of the b
\Mtp\‘_‘h‘*“ o U&Mwu e Euft:‘f- S,'“, 3 uh‘ww‘;/bozcmau .? 147- ,;“ !F' 'c.ufﬂ'l“"‘ﬁ{'f‘*’f M 0L WAL

Catholic Church for the Zionist movement. Herzl explained to Agliardi '",:‘.’:ﬁ; [

Thote iy
that he did not want a Jewish "kingdom" in the Holy Land and that he P*F.souche:
\J“-IS‘ d’w‘}e
s Feca
would be prepared to accord extraterritorial status to the holy places. {2.'3:’.‘:;

S Cand” yrvn—
According to Herzl's Diaries, the Nuncio gave him a cold reception. o counaireer

‘{." e \u_,:..) (l.u.‘ 1{,&!\&“4 1w pafl relaows oy FhrivaulaXed o\l waisws hh"\-sh It U"‘d 1‘;{_ IHV‘:::“'“H’

o CitNraerd doxes thig C B oremsn ,  197) ws of
A f :[f?'gerzl persisted 1n his efforts to win Catholic support. On January
Oy (-orl 9 14 20 \M\q =S Qe Xl yosanle S| (fw X made hig Scered M“
g(,,_,.c m:;:} 22, 1904, he was received by Rafael Cardinal Merry del Val, the Papal
. —_
£?r€:*’” #4  Secretary of State. The Cardinal made 1t clear to Herzl that the Ct@;ﬁ_ch
~(tn p L9
{ o|°1 CﬁU
‘f'rg:‘i'j ¢uld not allow the Jews to take possession of the Holy Land as long as
f
s A
w"‘; = they denied the divinity of Jesus Christ.

-~

In response to Herzl's assurances that the holy places could have

———

i~ alred g-“,u.\ 'Tc-\c. D\G\I‘kﬁs a‘l’ .{‘\:“\u\f_ Hﬂl ‘b\ ?Id!\u\&\f‘\ tch-‘l Cﬂ\‘\—b‘r b’\
BM ekl (W, Diel Trosz \R51) fF 424 - 430
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extraterritorial status, Cardinal Merry del Val said that the holy
places could not be regarded as entities separate from the Holy Land.

Three days later on January 25, Herzl held a lengthy audience with Pope

- hens T4
.-."]“‘l___L“_”—— o

ri*l-Tllur-vT 9

Y
_.Pqi'r|ant\rﬁ|-]h-nc< Pius X (1903-1914), who had assumed the Papacy the year before.
- hived le\("“' "E"
- Bwg Prawa Joserk Ptus—x—had—a—gvod—permm{—pel-auenmth—the—gensa-”é

too told Herzl
(FEE 4 T Cowt | A{Awf?a."f‘

j_‘fhc;‘““';"'j\ ' that the Church could not favor Israel's return to Zion as long as the
Ph""— Atpihw

Sinet (M-

ool b b #v¥* Jews did not accept Jesus as the Savior. In his Diaries, Herzl quotes
- I bt i
"Wlw- L"-{Aeﬁ' ¢

siave the Pope as having said:

"We cannot prevent the Jews from going to Jerusalem but we could
never sanction it...The Jews have not recognized our Lord, therefore we

cannot recognize the Jewish people.”

-

k
\/ Herzl tth pointed to the fact that the Ottoman overlords of

Palestine also were not Christians. The Pope replied:

"I know, 1t is not pleasant to see the Turks 1n possession of our

Holy Places. We simply have to put up with that. But to support the

Jews in the acquisition of the Holy Places, that we cannot do."

fius
"If you come to Palestine and settle your people there," &% Pope X

£
Y
then said to Herzl,\_’we want to have churches and priests ready to

baptize all of you."

AR ] ' \f\M Vi 'VK\L' .'f"a:\
‘2--' S"\A ln\‘ d\t‘ft}_ﬁ :..? L\G\-w—’t"uﬁk LL(Q'JH- \'\1. \Jf Coovm e ?“' ,'\: { _X_ Lt hﬂ»{\
1L Catm¥veiers 8 o« seler v ynaos @n The \Cm..]‘: \:-vwd-u..l \wca«-ge frde
eovnatd whienn wked G X hod omendeh o celeb S o TORR R L UL by




VATICAN/ISRAEL M. Tanenbaum

Quite possibly to soften the effect of Vatican rejection, Cardinal
Merry del Val, in a meeting several weeks later, promised Herzl's close

WAS
a55001atﬁ)He1nr1ch York-Steiner that 1f all the Jews wantedto be

/
"admitted" to the land of their ancestors, he would regard that as a
"humanitarian" endeavor and would not impede their efforts to found

colonies 1n Palestine.
The Vatican's general opposition to Zionism and to a Jewish State -
based primarily on theological grounds - thus dominated the Holy See's

policies from the late 1890s until the end of World War I.

1. Encyclopedia of Zionism and Israel (Herzl Press and McGraw-Hill,

S VET N | ERETL DAKeDd &Y VE R -T2 YYoN 9T (The Vafican,
- “h;}‘\h\ Ml QA .Z*U""\g“"\ 1""‘\ f‘-‘/j\n 1*-1,,\4\&\‘-. M “*f’bgl J"\'-/U-Jﬂ‘th-\.!

Yad Ben- 2 Inshirute 256 it [\mﬁ&m’ ) ETT TN

HISTORIC REASONS FOR OPPOSITION TO ZIOMISM/ISRAEL

The Holy See's opposition to the establishment of Jewish sover-
eignty over the Holy Land has been traced by some scholars to "a

Catholic nostalgia for the Crusades." In his landmark study, Israel and

the Holy Places of Christenqgﬂi” Dr. Walter Zander (Praegar Publishers,
1971), cites the writings of a Catholic authority, Pascal Baldi, "who
\/// considered 1t providential that ﬂﬂerusalem was held under the domination
of Italy, France and England (in this order!), 'the three nations who

had played so great a part p# the Holy Wars', and who looked forward to
Wiy



VATICAN/ISRAEL M. Tanenbaum
b

‘the renewal of the splendours of the first century of the Crusades.'"

ZLander observes that "of the twin i1deals which had dominated the
Crusades,"™ one was "the liberation of the Christian sanctuaries" from
the ruling Moslem "infidels and heathens." That goal had been realized

V//by the combined efforts of the kllies through their defeat of the
Ottoman Turks in World War I. The second goal: Rome set itself to the

task of reestablishment of Latin Christianity in Palestine.

2 L\M L«-"
Y e e\ dest Aautkt'c( of @_ Vi

Originally, the Vatican officially entrusted France/with the role
of protector of Catholic interests ain the Levant, and urged France to
become the protector over the Holy Land. When the Palestine Mandate was
ultimately given to (Protestant) Great Britain, the Vatican attempted to

secure a leading influence of Catholic countries in the control of the

Holy Places.

Ironically, the Gospels do not contain any obligation for the
Christian to make a pilgrimage to Jerusalem or the Holy Land. There is
noy connection between Christian salvation and Christian control or
domination of the Holy Land. As Dr. Zander documents, many of the
Church Fathers denied that pilgrimages to the Holy Land established a
speciral spiratual link with Christ which could not be achieved else-
where, and therefore such linkage with Palestine was not a special way

to salvation.



SR S A ™ 2 S

loﬁ TJER S UM R TE, CApribo T (A/-Ca-&'\-. Za

- J-co“ujuh.m nte Was +M lo-c_a-& o QQ
‘[A-»:_uj W wtande fe |
- u-l"LA\

t-‘f"“f

Crd
b ubfrz
$ Py
M%W*{MUA AealandAd C
pAan O VG o N

o ek L e mf
Muaﬂeﬂuiﬂﬁ_

Lecie czemewts O oF R’MJI\'Q&\ lu-q:

- FW'\““‘V /\HW mw;_t.ﬂw\(uﬁz- Wl Qe
ek M‘FM...«..{.._ Fren EEIPC v M&o.-\.ﬁ-c._-r-‘

it € \’rh.q CAYD LiTe

B EChie b Exfresston
0o F Urgar E4.TE S Pl i o
foa b Cod [

) o~ oA, %
M suy, el
w&iﬂm.y E

S Hronee

Kb—lu:l.n.\ A Woa Cﬂo—n.a_L—f



e g4

Fsook 1 7/7,52/?0 /'Sz

VATICAN, JEWS, AND ISRAEL -MYTHS AND REALITIES
P19th CENTURY

1903 - death of P. Leo XIII (ARADI, p 69)-peace pope died before
WWI, his view of temporal power of papacy over state may have
been desperate alternative to 1impending chaos, "lights went out
all over Europe"”

Leo’s sect of state, Cardinal Rampolla, was expected to succeed
him, CARDINAL PUSZYNA, archbishop of Cracow (then Austria) inter-
vened "Venerable brethren, Lord Cardinals of the Holy Roman
Church," said he had been insiructed by his august sovereign, His
Imperial Majesty, Francis Joseph, the Emperor of Austria and King
of Hungary, that i1f Cardinal Rampolla

received the number of votes necessary to elect him, the King
Emperor would "EXERCISE HIS POWER OF VETO."

This right of exclusion (veto) actually existed and was occasion-
ally exercized by Cataholic powers but the custom has been dis-
continued long since.

Cardinal Rampolla protested against Austrian interfereance but
Cardinal Puszyna was firm Conclave could not and did not elect
Rampolla. In his stead, 1t elected GIUSEPPE SARTO, Patriarch of
Venice (bought round-trip ticketa at railway station)

ST. PIUS X. One of his first acts was to abolish all-but-
forgotten veto raight.

Conclave witness wrote (p. 70) Bishop MERRY DEL VAL TALKED

to PUSZMA as probably no cardinal had ever before been spoken to
in the Vatican, even Borgia rooms had never echoed to such
languagae."

HERZL 9A.Bein) p.3)Acc. tofamily tradition, father descended from
Spanish maranos, far back i1n the line two brothers compelled bythe
Inquisition Lo abjure Judaism and enter a monastic order, but
cling i1n secret to Judaism. Held important positions, send
abroad, i n Turkey, renounced Xty,Herzl’s father descended from one
of brothers/

p.8)1860,May 2- born i1in Budapest of Jacob (merchant) and Jeanne-

tte Diamant (married 1858}

p.14) Herzl’s messiah draeaam (exodus story)/ bar mitzvah, sense
of mission/ anti-semitism 1n Herzl’s school, birth ofmodern
political anti-S. i1n Germany, Austria-HungaryO

1882~-TISZA ESZLAR ritual murder trial, p.l9) as grown man teac-

her defined "Heathens" -"such as 1dolators, Mohammedans, and
Jews, 1876, Feb. Evangelical high school, majority Jewgish stu-
dents, 0

p.24)UNIV OF VIENNA LAW FACULTY ROMAN LAW MADE DEEPEST IMPRES-
SION,small minority can exercize the right of talking on baehalf
of an entire people(Romans?)0

p.25) atrtended leactures i1n V 1enna on new Austro-Hungarian
emmprie of NATIONALITIES/ mataure views profoundly affected by
what he learned /p.26) starong growth of 1nternal
nationalisms/recognition of national rifghts of Huingarians 2in

Compromise Arrangement of 1867, had given a pjgowerful impetus to
similar demands i1n other national groups, Germanvy intensified 1ts
own spirit,Poles, Crechs struggling, suppressed natioinalisms,



1881 -THEODOR HERZL (1. 1EWISOHN, P. 29)- READ Eugen

Duhring, troubled by "scientific racialism-" Jews were uindera-
mining and corrupting cultures and states of Aryans (see A. Bein,
also Israel Bloch, Israel Among the Nations)0A. Bein, p. 36,H
erzl read Djuhring’s book "The Jewish Problem as a Problem of
Race, Morals, and Culture"- Jewish race was without any worth
whatsoever Since Jewws could not be settled 1in state oftheir
own, they had to be dealt with on basis of special enacLments.
p.36) complete reversal of emancipations, return to lthe ghetto.
Blow between the eyes for Herzl.

p.38) Duhring had merely presented the legend of the middle ages
in moderan dress '"The sacrificial Chraistian child became sacrai-
ficed Xan capijtal. Jewish poisioning of wells, in moderan talk
about Judaization of press which poisons tahe sources of publaic
opnion." Syince religion pjlayued noi role in moldern conflicts,
field lshifted to racial. Mdodern gasoline poured on medieval
stakes.
p. 39) Herzl deeapyjly moved and skahen in belief trhat Jewish
question was on point of disappearing
READINGF OF DUHRING'S WORK BEGINNING OF DEEP PROCESS OF CHAN-
GE,experiencea remained with him rest of his life, Herzl said
later that his serious and troubled preoccupation with Jewish
problem dated from that poaint. Veil of 1llusion had baeen vioent-
ly torn away before his leyes
p.44) 1884, May-DHerZl graduated Dr. of Laws, waent to Parais,
July 30, 1884 admitated tao bar ain Vienna
p.73) 1892 March - Paris correspondent, Wiener Neue Freie Presse.
1894-DREYFUS AFFAIR(Bury p. 75)-Catholic monarchists moral stand-
ing brought low,fresh tide of anti-clericalismin France (see
1871), also see Herzl, A.Bein)/1894,Dec. 19-DREYFUS TRIAL
BEGAN(A. Bein, p.109)/P.112~ JAN5, 1895-Sat., public degradation
of Captain Dreyfus,mAY L895-(P.L23,bEIN)hERZL WRITES LETTER TO
BARON DE HIRSCH (BARON MORITZ DE HIRSCH, FREIHERR VON GEREUTH,
was one of richest men of his time, foremost symbol of Jewish

philanthropy. 1891-founded Jewish Colonization Assoc, L 2
m.Russian Jews to Argaenitina, 1895, June 2- Herzl met de Hirsch
an his pjalace

VATICAN, JEWS, AND ISRAEL -MYTHS AND REALITIES

19th CENTURY

1903 - death of P. Leo XIII (ARADI, p 69)-peace pope died before
WWI; his view of temporal power of papacy over state may have
been desperate alternative to impending chaos, "lights wgent out
all over Europe"

Leo’s sect of state, Cardinal Rampolla, was expectaed to succeed
haim, CARDINAL PUSZYNA, archbishop of Cracow (then Austria) inter-
vened "Venerable brethren, Lord Cardinals of the Holy RJoman
Church," said he had beean instructed bvy his august sovereign,
His Imperaial Majestry, Francis Joseph, the Emperaora of Austar-
aza and King of Hungary, that a 1f Cardinal Rampolla

received tahe numkvbera of votes necesaryi tao elect him, the
King Emperor waould "EXERCISE HTS POWER OF VETO."

This right of exclusion {(veto) acitually existed and was occa-

¢ e N . |



discontainued long since.

Cardinal Rampolla protested against Austrian interfereance but
Cardinal Puszyna was firm. Conclave could not and dad not elect
Rampolla. In his stread, 1t elected GIUSEPPE SARTO, Patriarach of

Venice (bought round-trip ticketa aat railwayu station)

ST. PIUS X. One of his firsta acts was to abolish all-but-
forgotten veto right.

Conclave witness wrote (p. 70) Bishop MERRY DEL VAL TALKED

to PUSZMA as probably no cardinalk had ever before been spoken to
in the Vatican, even Borgia rooms had never echoed to such
languagae."

1881-THEODOR HERZL (1. lEWISOHN, P. 29)- READ Eugen

Duhring, troubled by "scientific racialism-" Jews were uindera-
mining and corrupting cultures and states of Aryans (see A. Beain,
also Israel Bloch, Israel Among the Nations)0OA. Bein, p. 36,H
erzl read Djuhring’s book "The Jewish Problem as a Problem of
Race, Morals, and Culture"- Jewish race was without any worth
whatsoever Since Jewws could not be settled in state ofthear
own, they had to be dealt with on basis of special enactments.
p.36) complete reversal of emancipations, return to lthe ghetto.
Blow between the eyes for Herzl.

pP.38) Duhring had merely presented the legend of the middle ages
in moderan dress. "The sacrificial Christian child became sacri-
ficed Xan capital. Jewish poisioning of wells, i1n moderan talk
about Judaization of press which poisons tahe sources of public
opnion." Since religion played no role in modern conflicts, field
lshaifted to racial. Mdodern gasoline poured on medieval stakes.
p. 39) Herzl deeapjly moved and skahen i1n belief trhat Jewish
gquestion was on point of disappearing.

READINGF OF DUHRING'’S WORK BEGINNING OF DEEP PROCESS OF CHAN-
GE,experiencea remained with him rest of his life, Herzl said
later that his serious and troubled preoccupation with Jewish
problem dated from that point. Veil of 1llusion had baeen viocent-
ly torn away before his leyes.

p 44) 1884, May-DHerZl graduated Dr. of Laws, waent to Paras,
July 30, 1884 admitated tao bar in Vienna

p.73) 1892 March - Paris correspondent, Wiener Neue Freie Presse.
1894-DREYFUS AFFAIR(Bury p. 75)-Catholic monarchists moral stand-
ing brought low,fresh tide of anti-clericalismin France (see
1871), also see Herzl, A.Beain)

L. LEWISOHN,HERZL; A Portrit For This Age, p.20- resurgence of
Judeophobia broke tahe untenable compacts of emancipataion. Thais
phenomencon was charactaxerized by Herzlalone as a fragmenta of
medievalism dragged into the Age of Enlaightenment ("Ein vers-
chlepptes st'uck mittelalter")

p. 92,Bein-November1892 PANAMA SOCIETYTRIAL- Max Nordau, "this
blood libel of a Jewish Panama" prepared France for grand climax
ofDreyfus case {p.93)

1894, NDov. 8 - Herzl wrote the New Ghetto .30)

OO(A.Bein, Herzl) 1881, March/1896-HERZL’S ’'THE JEWISH
STATE’ ),01896-mAY L9-MSGR AGLIARDI (hERZL, a bEIN),P,L97)anti-

Semitism,motave for RC meelings (p 234) First Zionist Congress-It
wAas nat Throveh Fhe « vabineat o o0 S 1 K 10 (. '



methods, with no basis of legal recognition that the Jewish
problem was to be solved. The form which an agreement guarantee-
ing this recogfnition to the Jews would take was a matter for
future negotiation This much had to be set down as an i1ndispens-
able condition precedent "The bvasis can bae only that of
recognized right,and not of sufferance. We had our filkl of
expereil3dence witah toleration and the pjrotected Jew. OJur move-
ment can bve ljogical and consistent only i1n swofar as it aims
ata tahe acquistiion ofa publicly recognized legal guarantee."”

d.. 1904), 1897-Farst Zionist Congress, Basel, 1903-British
offer East Africa,1905-KZionist confress rejected east africa
plan, 1914-18-WWI set backfor Zionism. Turks suseplectaed Jews
ofsyimpatahyir with Brjitish,Zijonism dceclaxared 1llegal, 12,000
JDews were deported from Palestine because they were not Turkaish
citizens/Jerusalem beset by famine and plague, population sank
toless than 50,000.
1917-Nov. 2 =-Balfour Declaration, Dec. 9-Sir Edmund Allenby
marched into Jerusalem,exzcept for crusaders, Moslems domination
1300 years
VON SCHOENERER, Pan-German anti-Semite, member of Reichstag, ad-
dresed 1t, won great following among sons of small bourgeoisie.
Herzl joined Albia, student fraternity duelling org.
1882-VIENNA, Pan-German Anti-Semitic org (A.Bein,p.40) founded in
Vienna, Der Verein deutscher studenten in Wien;
1883-March 5 - arranged memorial demonstxrtion for Richard Wag-
ner, Herman Bahr ofAlbia spoke with approval of "Wagnearaian
anti-Semitism"”, called self convert to Pan-Geraman anati-S move-
menta, enthusiastically receaived
1890 (J. Parkes, Anti-S, p.34) Austrian Anti-Sparty was formed
led by nationalist GEORAGE VON SCHOENERER, pan Germanism, togeh-
trearwaith XanSocialist (Catholic Conservative elements) Partay
leaders were PRINCE LOIS VON LIECNTAENSTEIN AND DR KARL LUE-
GER L895 -on eve of elections SECURED PAPAL BENEDICTIONS ON ITS
POLICY AND NEWSPA[PERS (to indignation of moderatae RCs), Anti-S
party won2/3 of Vienna muncipal council seats, LUEGER BECAME
VIENNA BURGOMEISTER FOR 14 YEARS. Hitler took Lueger

seriously.

GERMAN ANTI-SEMITISM-{Pulzer,p.33) 198th and 20th century Cerman
anti~-S 1s history of German Right (1880), same anti-S vocabulary:
as G left.

Wars of liberation against Napoleon -German nationalism sought
inspration in political, ILLIBERAL PAST, opposed 1deals of Na-
poleon’s aramies caarried thjrough Eur

ope of French Revolution

Romantaiuc German nationalism was therefore cultural and opposed
to 1deaof nation-state, authoritarian, oppposed to constitution-
alism, also to Caesaraism, pluralist and coporatist,opposed to
INDIVIDUALISM,EGALITARIANSIM, ROMAN LAW, SUPPORTEAD PRIMACY OF
NATIONAL COMMUNITYU, SO VCIRTUE LAY IN BAEINGA CONSCIOUSLY A GE
RMAN.Anbti-parliamentary’ anti-western/rejected political moral
traditrion of anglo-saxon world,Swutzerland,Netherlands, France
Italy

Ranke on 1815 restorataion, "a reaction of nordic-Ge man world



1

emancipation,m libveralism, and Jews’ emancipation of 1860s.
P.34) second German empire nationalism, populara self-
determination, constitutional nation-state,different from Fichte,
Armin, Herder - Grossdeutsch looking back to German grcatness of
Holy Roman JEJmpire./Romanalic conservataivae nationalismaaaa
recolled from Bismarck,s cavalier treatment of dynasties, praivi-
leges of legitimacy, written constitaution creating new sovere-
11gnties’

1870s-German nationalism was liberal/anti-liberal was anti-
national/ 1890s conservatives and anti-semites Joined national
liberals in promomting imperialism, with which anti-S was con-
nected

P.37) H. on Jewish ghetto i1n Rome "With what base and persist
ent hatred these unfortunates have been persecuted for the sole
crime of faithfulnes to their relagion.”

1884- BISMARCK (Bury, p.44) - i1n the Reichstag

saxd to German Catholic Centre party '"You are fighting, you say,
for the freedom of Lhe Church' What do you mean by freedom of the
Church' YOU REALLY MEAN THE RULE OF THE CHURCH. As SOON AS YOUR
RULE ENDANGERED, YOU TALK OF A DIOCLETIAN PERSECUTION, slavery,
and oppression, RULING IS BORN IN YOUR BONES FROM OLD
TRADITIONS.’ 1898 (see 1870 GERMANY) Bury, p.l78 - Bismarck’s
ant1-RCC policies changed

1890- OTTO VON BISMARCK(Adenauer book, Terrence Prittie, p.22)B’s
diplomacy based on understanding that Germany sitting in middle
of Europe, alays needed strongf and steady allies, 1863 conven-
tion with Russia, safeguarded Prussia’'s earlier frontier, divided
Austria from France by stimulating ravalry in Italy. kept France
and England apart by playing on England's suspicion of French
designs 1nBelgium Whenever he went to wara, he ensuraed that
Prussia had at least one major ally in Europe and two other
principal powers were neutral Bismarck's military policy-creation
of huge army & navy still central, moved toward Armageddon (Bury
pl78),see 1870 Germany/ vast 1industrial prosaperaity, Alliances
formed,trade agreements supported by military commitments

p.179) Drang noch osten- proposed takeover of Balkans, South
Russia, Turakey, Mesopotamia, build Berlin to Baghdad railway/WWI

to achieve this - mania of Schrecklichkeit and planned terrorism
to achieve plan

1888~ GERMANY -Emp Willaiam I died at 90

Frederick III succeeded, reigned 99 days, died ofthroat cancer.
1897-announced Kaiser todedicaate Evangaealical 1Churach of
RAedeemer,estblish priotectoratae ovear German JCatholies in
Palestine.BUT FRANCE HAD ALWAYS LOOKED DUPON HERASELFD AS PROTEC-
TOR OF RCs OF ASIA MINOR

p.280) dDKaiser’'s 1inclination to protect Jewish migration,to
receive Herzl as head of delegataioin i1n Jewrusalem,

p.295-296) Meeating with Kaisere - "a chaartaered company under
German protection"

1898-Kaiser Wilhelm II of Germany, "Der Reiser-Kaiser" (*the

(4)]



traveling kaiser) visited Jerusalem, apparently to be present ata
consecration of Protestant church. He presented German Catholics
plot of giound on Mt. Zion on which was built CHURCH OF DORMITION
OF HOLY VIRGIN. The VICTORIA AUGUSTA HOSPICE ON MT SCOPUS,nameds
for Kaiser's wife, a daughter of Queen Victoria of En:gland, was
construcated after this state visit WIHELM, thopugh claiming to
be leader of Xendom, visited Turkish sultan in Constantinople and
declared haimself PROTECTOR OF MUSLIM WORLD.

1899-this strategyi paid off- German-Turkish alliance was formed
at 1914 WWI Turkey sided witah Germany and Austria

(A.Bein, Herzl,p 276)

1885-FRENCH ANTI-SEMITISM (Herzl, A. Bein, p. 80) revival of
ancient 1nstinct i1n new forms and with new ratIONALIZATIONS, 1t
was tahe parallel plhenonmenon to German anti-Semitism whaich
began to surge up i1n 70s and was baptized with that new name 1in
1879. French anti-Swas based at least ostensibly on German
books, though these in turn had taken as taheir point of depar-
ture THE RACE THEORIES OF THE FRENCHMAN GOBINEAU

GOBINEAU WAS LIKEWISE THE INSPIRATION OF EDOUARAD DRUMONT WHOSE
1LA FRANCF JUIVE APPEARAED IN 1885 and in the course of one year
ran through 100 editions, one of the greataest book selling
successes of lthe 1800s. Drumonl’s book goes much further than
his predecxessor’s, 1t provides the foundartiuon for a definite
raounded-out system of anti=Semitism sees all hislory under the
aspect of anti1-S.81) Jews possess no real fatherland, subject to
no real bonds, a state within a state, a nation within a nation,
their emancipation was to be withdrawn.

July 15,1892-Burdeau-Drumont trial - "A bas les Juifs'"

1892, June 243 - duel anta-Semitic dMarquisa de Mores & Freanch
Prof. Mayer.

1893-98-GEORGE SOREL, expositor of Marx (Lichtheim, p 328),
1900~-exponent of SYNDICALISM (workers control) found Pelloutaier,
1905-nationalista and anti-semitic color to his utterances,
reavertaing to PROUDHON, GS absorabed in Henri Bergson’s philso-
phy

1905~-SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE IN FRANCE WAS CATAACLYSM,
mystaical side of Fraench patriotism

1914-o0oi1ned alliance wialh Charales MAURRAS AND ACTION FRANCAISE,
a Conservative royalisat for whoim Catholicism was a necessary
fiction, not literally true, but vitral for lthe conti8nued
existence of Latin civilization and therefore badto be def

nded agaainst Jews, Protestants, and foreaigners.

RESPONSIBLE FOR TRIUMPH OF FACISM IN ITALY AND FRAnceIN 1930s and
1940s.

1908-14-CIRCLE PROUDHON-fusion of PROUDHON’S views and natailonal-
1sm, hated liberal democracy.



mOl42-Herzl writes to Bismarck, June
22,1896,n0 replyfrom Bismarck (desperate for confirmation,is that
why he sought audience with Pope, also charter-ROMAN LAW)
KBeinEWISOHN,HERZL, A Portrit For This Age, p.20- resurgence of
Judeophobia broke tahe untenable compacts of emancipataion. Thais
phenomenon was charactaxerized by Herzlalone as a fragmenta of
medievalism dragged i1nto the Age of Enlightenment ("Ein vers-
chlepptes st'uck mittelalter"}

P 92,Bein-November1892 PANAMA SOCIETYTRIAL- Max Nordau, "this
blood libel of a Jewish Panama" prepared France for grand climax
ofDreyfus case {p.93)/ 1893-April-CONVERSIOINM SCHEME 9Rein,p.94)
after the blood libel of Jewish Panama, the sojlutioin of the
Jewish g westion 1n jJ3Germany would bve found in tahe Jewash
esposal of sojcialism, while 1n Austria, 1twould be found i1n the
Jewish conversion to Catholicism, radical dissolution of world
Jewry, extraordinaryplan/ Jewish question at least in Austria was
to find 1ts sojlutioin with help ofCatholic Church. Hewrzl's
hiuerarachy of Austria and say "Help usagainst anti-S, and I ain
wilkl lead a great movement amongst the Jews for vojygluntary amd
honorable conversion to Xty./adult converts withHerzl at their
head were to remain Jews,while agitaling for Xan conversion among
the Jewish pjeople.p.95)a Moritz Benedikt, Herzl's editor chief,
naturally refused to havae anything to do with the plan. Father

and son (special appealto Herezl), 1300 generations, "Thata ais
something which you cannot and may not do." Herezl gavae up
baptaism plan, dreamer who was trying to bvecome man of action..

1894, NDov. 8 - Herzl wrote the New Ghetto .30)

ZIONISM (H Sachar,p.9) as enviagead by Haskalah writaaers became
a kinf mythic i1dyll-inb the worads of Micah Joseph Lebensohn-"
the land where tahe muses dwell, where each flower i1s a pslanm,
each cedar a song divine, each stone a book, and each raock a
tablet6-HERZL’S 'THE JEWISH STATE’),01896-mAY L9-MSGR.AGLIARDI
(hERZL, a.bEIN),P,L97)anti1-Semitism/,motive for RC meetings
(p.234) First Zionist Congress-It was not through tahe continua-
tion of the old, slow colonization methods, with no basis of
legal recognition that the Jewish problem was to be solved. The
form which an agreement guaranteeing this recogfnition to the
Jews would take was a matter for future negotiation. This much
had to be set down as an indispensable condition precedent*"The
basis can bae only that of recognized right,and not of suffer-
ance. We had our fill of experience with toleration and the
protected Jew. Our movement can be logical and consistent only in
sofar as 1t aims at the acquistiion ofa publicly recognized legal
guarantee "

Bein, p 172) various proposals for Jewish state, p.l75)Dr. Leon
Pinsker,in Autjo-Emancipation, "Jeerie figure of a corpse wander-
ing among tahe living"--ghoista phenomenon of a wandering corpse"
inspyiraed feara, a sojrata ofl ghosta taerror, JUDEOPHOBIA
P.233} "Zionism 1s the return of Jews to Judaism even before
their return to the Jewish land" - Herzl, 1lst Zionist Cogress,
Sun. Aug. 29,1897

238) DKr. Max Nordau-program of Zionism "seeks toestablish for
the JDewish people a legally secure homeland (Heimstatt) ain
Palestine”"/ p. 239) Herzl- "pubalicly reacognized, lkegally
secured"” - "offentlich, raechtlich" - Basle program®



d . 1904), 1897-Fairst Zionist Congress, Basel, 1903-Britaish
offer East Africa,l905-KZionist confress rejected east afraca
plan, 1914-18-WWI set backfor Zionism. Turks suspected Jews
ofsyimpatahyi with Brgitish,Zijonism dceclaxared 1i1llegal, 12,000
JDews were deported from Palestine because they were not Turkaish
citizens/Jerusalem beset by famine and plague, population sank
toless than 50,000./1914-BRITAIN,OT,ISRAEL(H.Sachar)p 98)WEIZ-
MANN'’'s efforts were buttressed byh other advantagaes One was
atahe mystaical venerataion with which many devout Anglo-Saxon
(or Welsh or Scottish) Protestants regarded the OT traditions.
The Childrean of Israel and p,aartaicularaly the Holy Land 1ita-
self (p.99)Lloyd George wrote latear that in his first meetaing
with Weijzmann i1n Dec. 1914, hisgtgoric sites 1n Palestine were
mnentioned that were "more familiara to me than those of ltahe
Westearna Front"

BALFOUR, to, evcinced a lieflonga 1intaesrest in the holyland and
1ts trraditrions, as had Jan Xan Smutas, South Afarican membveara
of tahe War CXabaneta.

These men felt a deeply Xty’'s histaoric obligations to the Jews.
Debt was compounded not merelyhbe Weizmann'’s personal services to
Allied wara effort, but also byu his uncompromising devotion to
Britain,repeated insistence that fate of Zionism i1nexorbly linked
to that of Allaies.

(A.Bein)Herzl, p263) From the beginning, Herzl looked upon Eng-
land as the Archimedean point on which to rest his lever. As fdar
back as July (87) he had disccussed in Djie JWelt an arataicle
which had appjedaread in tahe Quarataarlky JRAJeviewe and which
advocaated the partition of Turkey, with the assignment of Egypt
and Syria (Palestine 1included)

to England. England needed desperately this short cut to Indaia.
But eh Powers begrudged each other tahis little land. TAhe French
claimed 1t, Lhe Kalsera was congtemplaling a visit tao Palestine
in Lahe near fulure (see Kaiser visil) 1917-Nov. 2 =-Balfour
Declarationration, Dec 9-Sir Edmund Allenby marched into Jerusa-
lem,exzcepl for crusaders, Moslems domination 1300 vear:s/

VON SCHOENERER, Pan-German anti-Semite, member of Reichstag, ad-
dresed 1t, won great following among sons of small bourgeoisie.
Herzl joined Albia, student fraternity duelling org.

1882~VIENNA, Pan-German Anti-Semitic org (A.Bein,p.40) founded in
Vienna, Der Verein deutscher studenten in Wien,

1883-Marxch 5 - arranged memorial demonstxrtion for Richard Wag-
ner, Herman Bahr ofAlbia spoke with approval of "Wagnearaian
anti-Semitism”, called self convert to Pan-Geraman anati-S move-
menta, enthusiastically received

1890 (J Parkes, Anti-S, p.34) Austrian Anti-Sparty was formed
led by nationalist GEORAGE VON SCHOENERER, pan Germanism, togeh-
trearwaith XanSocialist (Catholic Conservative clements). Partay
leaders were PRINCE LOIS VON LIECNTAENSTEIN AND DR. KARL LUE-
GER.L895 =-on eve of elections SECURED PAPAL BENEDICTIONS ON ITS
POLICY AND NEWSPA[PERS (to indignation of moderatae RCs), Anti-S
party won2/3 of Vienna muncipal council seats, LUEGER BECAME
VIENNA BURGOMEISTER FOR 14 YEARS. Hitler took
Luegerseriiously,Austrian Catholic party,KARL LUEGER'used anti-



Semitism as means for mass movement, Christian Social Party until
1934 rootead i1n deep veneration of RC and Imperial House, social-
1sts organized trade unions,l906-universal sufferage, workers
vote , post-1917-socialists controlled 47% municipalities

./1900-"Vienna and 1ts Jews" byDr. George E. Berhely/x111-
Paraadise of fools (Dr Harry Zohn)/ self-bestowed "golden heart
of Viennese" was of baser stuff
Sigmund Freud, prime exemplar of Hassliebe (love-hate) for Vjien-

na, realuctant refugee 1n 1938,situation was desperate but not
serious

xi1v)great fascination exerted upon Jews bv German
languagae,especialklky Viennese variant, and itellectual, cultur-
al, spiritual, 1deological, aestheticvalues embodied 1in German
language and this dialect (Chaarles Morley-K"The wraiting on the
walll grew so large thata finally the wall fell down"/Vijennese
Jews preferred toavert eyes

1921-Jacob Wasserman severlycriticizedJews of Vienna for theair
servilaty, lacxk of dignity, and self-servaing opportunism
-multinaational aspirataions and cooperation replaced by atavais-
tic,crude,know-nothing nationalsim and particularism.

-xv)after Empire’s dissolution, unbearabale anti-S in pjrojvinces
of truncataic post-wara Austria, Jews were perforce limited to
Vienna (Joseph Roth- novelaist, Catholic with a Jewish braain"
letter, "Moshe Christus", syntahesis betgween imperium and shtetl
xv) "Juden auf Wanderschaft", Roth viewed Zijgsoinist movementas
DIREACT RESULT OF INTERNAL CONFLICTS WITHIN HAPSBURG REALM-d.ied
in Paris 1939, drunk)

Isak Low Hofman, born 1759, cljoth merchant, change to Edler wvon
Hofmannsthal (1835),founded KULTUSGEMEINDE,son baptaised, great
grandson HUGO VON HOFMANNSTHAL,breat modearn Austrian literature,
a Catholic man of letaters without vestige of Jewish sensibility

DOS GEBENSTSHTE ESTREICH (Yiddish writer, Avraham Goldfaden)
HEBREW WRITERS SMOLENSKY, brainin,BIALIK flourished 1in
Vienna,Rabbis Jellinek, GJudeman, Chajes Grunwald, Taglaicht, 600
Jewish writers of one or more books (many suicides),Jews made no
greata contribution to art or architecture,

AUSSCHUSS(EXCLUSION)

of 200,000 Jews 1n first Austrian Rep,ublic

zu wenig Gerechte (too few righteous people)- "Hojlocaust fro-
mitrler on fown was more of lan Austrian henomenon than a German
one" (Berkeley)/ staory of Jews of Vijenna 1s story of lwhata may
bae tahe most tragically unrequitedlove i1nworld history"

1988- 6,000 to 10,000Jews, put i1taself on map ofworld Jexwry,
Versunkene Welt (sunken world) Traum und Wirklichkeit(Dream and
Reality)p xvi)exhibit - viciously anti-S posters and handbilkls
sntedataing Hitler p,eriod by manyh years Jjprovided a necessary
conteaxt and motivatioin for Herzl's Zionist quest,

Vienna does not mind celbrating i1ts Jews provided tiahere arae
safely dead

Kurt Waldheim-a man raight afteara Austrian heart

Heshbon hanefesh-from Moscown deal of 1943 (which 1n efafect
exculpaatead the Austrians) to Russian state trreaty of 1955 and
bey ond has salkved 1tras conscience wiathout coming to teaarms



wilh 1ts pasl

xx)Austrians were ten Limes beller Nazis than Germans were/ HOW
COULD JEWS OF VIENNA BECOME SO ENCHANTED WITH CITY THAT HATED
THEM SO MUCH/

AUSTRIA(pULZER,p 13 )before 1914, Jews complete dominatxion of
Viennese cultural life-Arthur Schnaitzlere, Stefan Zweig, Franz
Werfel, Gustav Mahler,(1898-opera directaor, musical dictator of

city), Burgtheater,Henrich Friedjung (doyen of historians),Freud,
Arnold Schonberg

GERMAN ANTI-SEMITISM-{Pulzer,p.33) 19th and 20th cenlLury German
anti-S 1s history of German Right (1880), same anti-S vocabulary:
as G left.

Wars of liberation against Napoleon -German nationalism sought
inspration ain polaitical, ILLIBERAL PAST, opposed 1ideals of Na-
poleon’'s aramies caarried thjrough Eur

ope of French Revolution

Romantaiuc German nationalism was therefore cultural and opposed
to i1deaof nation-state, authoritarian, oppposed to constitution-
alism, also Lo Caesaraism, pluralist and coporatist,opposed to
INDIVIDUALISM,ECALITARIANSIM, ROMAN LAW, SUPPORTEAD PRIMACY OF
NATIONAL COMMUNITY, SO VIRTUE LAY IN BEING A CONSCIOUSLY A
GE

RMAN.Anbti-parliamentary’ anti-western/rejected political moral

traditrion of anglo-saxon world,Swutzerland,Netherlands, France
Italy.

Ranke on 1815 restorataion, "a reaction of nordic-German world
againsat revolutionary Latin nataions," conservataivces op[posed
emancipation,m libveralism, and Jews’' emancipation of 1860s.
p.34) second German empire nationalism, populara self-
determination, constitutional nation-state,different from
Fijychte, Armin, Herder - Grossdeutsch looking back to German
greatness of Holy Roman jJEJmpire./Romanatic conservataivae natio-
nalismaaaa recoijled from Bijgsmarck,s cacalier tareatment of
dyinastaies, Jjprivileges of legatimacy, written constitaution
creating new sovcereilgnties'

1870s-German nationalism was liberal/antai-liberal swas antai-
national/ 1890s conseravataives and anti-semites Joined national

liberals i1n pjromomting imperialism, with which anti-S was con-
nected

p 57) H. on Jewaish ghetto i1in Rome "With what base and pexrsaist
ent hatred Lhese unfortunates have been persecuted for the sole
crime of faithfulnes to theair religion."

1884- BISMARCK (Bury, p 44) - i1n the Reichstag

sal1d to German Calholic Cenlre party "You are fighting, you say,
for the freedom of the Church' What do you mean by freedom of the
Church!' YOU REALLY MEAN THE RULE OF THE CHURCH. As SOON AS YOUR
RULE ENDANGERED, YOU TALK OF A DIOCLETIAN PERSECUTION, slavery,
and oppression, RULING IS BORN IN YOUR BONES FROM OLD
TRADITIONS.’ 1898 (see 1870 GERMANY) Bury, p.l178 - Bismarck’s
anti1-RCC policies changed
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1890- OTTO VON BISMARCK(Adenauer book, Terarence Praittaie,
P.-22)B’s diplomacy based on understanding that Germany sitting in
middle of Europe, alays needed strongf and steady allies, 1863
convention with Russia, safeguarded Prussia’s earlier frontaier,
divided Austria from France byi stamulating rivcalry in JItaly.
kept France and England ajpart by palying on Engliand’s suspicion
of French designs 1nBelgium Whenever he went to wara, he ensuraed
that Prussia had at least one major ally in Europe and two other
principal powers were neutral Bismarck’'s military policy-creation
of huge army & navy still central, moved toward Armageddon (Bury
pl78),see 1870 Germany/ vast 1industrial prosaperity, Alliances
formed,trade agreements supported by military commitments

p.179) Drang noch osten- proposed takeover of Balkans, South
Russia, Turakey, Mesopotamia, build Berlin to Baghdad railway/WWI
to achieve this - mania of Schrecklichkeit and planned terrorism
to achieve plan

1888- GERMANY -Emp William I died at 90

Frederick III succeeded, reigned 99 days, died ofthroat cancer.
1897-announced Kaiser todedicaate Evangaealical 1Churach of
RAedeemer,estblish priotectoratae ovear German JCatholics 1in
Palestine BUT FRANCE HAD ALWAYS LOOKED DUPON HERASELFD AS PROTEC-
TOR OF RCs OF ASIA MINOR.

p.280) dDKaiser's inclination to protect Jewish migration,to
receive Herzl as head of delegataioin in Jewrusalen,

p.295-296) Meeating with Kaisere - "a chaartaered company under
German protection"

1898-Kaiser Wilhelm II of Germany, "Der Reiser-Kaiser" (*the
travelaing kaiser) visitaed Jerusalem, appareantly to be present
ata consecration of P{rotestant churach. HGe p,resented German
Catholics plot of ground on Mt. Zion on which was built CHURCH OF
DORMITION OF HOLY VIRGIN, The VICTORIA AUGUSTA HOSPICE ON MT
SCOPUS,nameds for Kaiser’s wife, a daughter of Queen JVijctoria
of England, was constarucated afglLfer this state wvisit. WIHELM,
Lthopugh claiming to bve leader of Xendom, visited Turkish sultan
1n Constantinople and declared himself PROTECTOR OF MUSLIM WORLD.
1899-this strategyi paid off- German-Turkish alliance was formed
at 1914 WWI Turkey sided witah Germany and Austria

(A.Beain, Herzl,p 276)

1885-FRENCH ANTI-SEMITISM (Herzl, A. Bein, p. 80) revival of
ancient instinct in new forms and with new ratIONALIZATIONS, it
was tahe parallel plhenonmenon to German anti-Semitism whaich
began to surge up 1n 70s and was baptized with that new name 1in
1879. French anti-Swas based at least ostensibly on German
books, though these in turn had taken as taheir point of depar-
ture THE RACE THEORIES OF THE FRENCHMAN GOBINEAU

GOBINEAU WAS LIKEWISE THE INSPIRATION OF EDOUARAD DRUMONT WHOSE
LA FRANCE JUIVE APPEARAED IN 1885 and in the course of one year
ran through 100 editions, one of the greataest book selling
successes of 1lthe 1800s. Drumont’s book goes much further than
his predecxessor’s, 1t provides the foundartiuon for a definite
raounded-out system of anti=Semitism.sees all history under the
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» aspect of anti-S 81) Jews possess no real fatherland, -ubject to
no real bonds, a state withain a state, a nation within a nation,
their emancipation was to be withdrawn
July 15,1892-Burdeau-Drumont trial - "A bas les Juifs'"

1892, June 243 - duel anti-Semitic dMarquisa de Mores & Freanch
Prof. Mayer.

1893-98-GEORGE SOREL, expositor of Marw (Lichtheim, p. 328),
1900-exponent of SYNDICALISM (workers control) found Pelloutier,
1905-nationalista and anti-semitic color to his wutterances,
reavertaing to PROUDHON, GS absorabed in Henri Bergson's philso-
phy

1905-SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE IN FRANCE WAS CATAACLYSM,
mystaical side of Fraench patriotism

1914-01ned alliance wiath Charales MAURRAS AND ACTION TI'RANCAISE,
a Coynservataivce royvalisat for whoim Catholicism was a necessary
fiction, not literally true, but wvitral for lthe conti8nued
existence of Latin civilization and therefore badto be def

nded agaainst Jews, Protestants, and foreaigners.

RESPONSIBLE FOR LTRIUMPLH OF FACISM IN ITALYI AND FRAnceIN 1930s
and 1940s.

1908-14-CIRCLE PROUDHON-fusion of PROUDHON’S views and nataional-
1sm, hated liberal democracy

p.12)-1902-MODERNISM (Bury, pl80)it was in France and to only a
less degree 1n England, that modearnism, got under way after tahe
turn of lthe century ALFREAD LOISY, prof in Cjollege de France,
was 1lLs leader, famous book , L'Lvfangile et 'Eglise,, the
Gospel and the Church (1902), a reply to Adolf Haranack's Das
WAesen des Christentums (The Essence of Chraistianity") or in
English tiranslation, "What i1s Chraistianity?" (1900)

p.181) Loisy widely read and quoted, thesis, "What Christ an-
nounced was txahe Kingdom of Gojgd, whaat came was tahe Cataholaic
Church." o1isy’s chief followera 1n Francea was pJjriest, Albert
Houtin. In Italy, Romolo Murri, Antonio Fogazzaro scholaraslyu
Ernesrto Buonaiuti, leaders of lmodernism In England, Fr. George
Tyrrell, S J , popular book, "Christianity ata txhe Crosjsroads"
(1910,wonfavorabvle hearing for moderanism

p 181l(Bury) Eminent relligioius pjyglhiloswpher and biblical crait-
1c, baron Friederick von h'’ugelL, no modernist, but suvmpathized
with many moderanist views, 1nfluenced Wijglkliam Sandayh, fore-
mostr New Testament crtic in Gt Britain to renounce Johanine
authorship of John. Vjon Hugel'’'s "Mystaical Element in Religion"
F(1908), "Etearnal Laife,"(1913), famous "Essays and Addresses on
the Philosophy of Religion"(1921-26) left deep impresiion on two
generations of English scholars.

19thCENTURY(g.bRUUN,P.2)-POPULATION OFA eUROPE INCREASED AT
average of 3/4% per year, a ratio of growth never before sus-
tained for so long a period/demograplhic increase most signmifi-
cant i1ndex of progress, phenomenal growih of population was major
clue to Europe’s supremacy 1815-200 million kEuroplean populaat-
dion,by 1914- 460 million,1815-1/5 of world’s total popul., by
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191kl4, 1/4 of pop.

1902-P PIUS ¥ (1903-1914) (Bury p.183) new Syllabus, Lamentabila
sane exi1tu, Encyclical Pascendi dominici gregis (?) ordered
ABANDONMENT OF MODERNISM AS QUINTESSENCE OF ALL HERESIES,ULTRAA-
CONSERVAXTAIVLC ON bIBLE, sT. tHOMAS, LY9LO-eNCLICAL eDITAE sAEPE,
CENTERNARY OF sT. cHARLES bORROMEO, to attack PROTESTANT REFORM-
ERS AS ’ENEMIES OF THE CROSS OF CHRIST' WHO L'MIND EARHTLKY
THINGS', 'WHOSE GOD IS THEIR BELLKY' WOE TAO THOSE WHO CALL EVIL
GOOD AND GOOD EVIL®’ AND HAVE UNLEASHED A PLAGUE OF ERRORS--a
thunderabolt among Evangelical leaders in Germany.

1902 (Bury, p.ll) SYLLABUS OF ERRORS (1864) popular diffusion
amongf German Catholics byi a little book of Jesuil Brors, cal-
kled "Modern ABC for Catholicys of all Classes., Short Re[plaies
to Modern Attacks on Catholicism” (Berlin)

RECEIVED HERZL AND SOME OTHER JEWS IN AUDIENCE, BUT IN HIS DIO-
CESE OF MANTUA,BEFORE HE BECAME POPE,HE HAD PROHIBITED TXHE
CELEBVRATION OF A SOLEMN MASS ON THE KING’s BIRTHDAY BLCAUSE THE
CITY COUNDIL WHICH ASKED FOR IT HAD ATTENDED A CELEBRA

TIOIN IN THE SYNAGOGUE (Popes, Z.Aradi, p.25) conclaved on first
ballot showed preference for Cardinal Rampolla (did not havae 2/3
majority), 2nd ballot brought majority Lo Cardinal SARTO who
implored to be saved from burden of papacy, lived saimplest life,
in 1954, 32 years after death, canonized, first pope to sainthood
since 1712.(Vatican and World Politics? p225) Pius X, good-
hearted reactiionary, Patriarch of Venice, (Aradi,p.25) Paius X
1reafaused Austrian ambassador’s appeal to bless the armies of
Hapsburg Empire at outbreak of WWI."Please leave' Leave 1mmedia-
tealy'I do not bless wars. I bless peace."/dijed 1k9l4-after 1954
canonization carxaried to St Mary Major, veneratead 10 days, then
returned to St. Peter’s/(Aradi)p.88-simple, saintly pyriestr,
uninvolved 1in secular polities/(Bury,p.179)-reigned during fatal
llyears, Aug 4,1903 to Aug 20,1914 up to WWI/gentle,saintly man-
aim 'OMNIA INSTAURARE IN CHRISTO’(to renew allthings ain
Christ),died while "Guns of August"” waeree destaraoyuing half the
world,sufferaed grief from RCC misfortunes in France, growing
militarism, threat of dissension, s chism withain church,
(Bury,p.180) MODERNISM-modern science, historical and Biblical’
criticism,beginnings Lrace to liberal RC scholaras in Germany
after 1850s-Herman Schele (theologian), rc HISTORIUANS (JOHANNES
JANSSEWN, hEIN4RICH dENIFLE (?), fRANZ kRAUS, hopled to set RC

free farom overwhelming 1inheritance from M.Agaes, cugltural
buradens of Age of Baroque

VATICAN-HERZL(A.Bein, p.490,also 314,94,95,467, )-0OJn Januaray 19,
Herzl set out for Italy, remained in Venice for one day and con-
tinued to Rome. In Jan 22, he was received by C. Merry del Val

00, the Papal sectr , and on Jan 25, by the Pope himself, who
acorded him a lengthy audiience. The outcome of these negojtiat-
aions was Lhat Merry del Val promised to take under consideration
the matter of supporting Zionist aspirations. A few weeks later,
York-Steiner succeded 1n obtaining from Papal Sect promise thata
Apostolic See would place no obstacles 1n tahe way of COLONIZA-
TION OF PALESTINE which he regaarded as humanitarian work. Saint-
ly Pius X (who 6 months before had succeeded combataive Leo XIII,
declared he could not support the returan of all the infidel Jews
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to Holy Land .1f you come to Palestine and settle your people
there, we want to have churches and priests ready to baptize all
of you "NEW CATDHOILIC FNCLYCLOPLEDIA,VOL.XI,p 408POP+ PIUS X,
ST ‘Aug g, 1903-Aug 20,1914 Giuseppe Melchiorre Sarto, at
Riese(Treviso), Italy)/As bishopl of Mantua, 1884) he revitalized
the diocese by his energy and numerous contacts with priests and
laity. Transferred to Venice as patriarach and cardinal®(1893),
he was noted for his spirit of poverty, apostolic zeal, concern
for divine worship, direactaxives in trahe field of ,1CAthoilaic
actaion, and also for his professional, social and POLITICAL
intxeresits His pastoral letters of this period qfford a glimpse
of his future work. Thus a letter to the Mantuans (1887) reproved
the plrinciples and tendencies of whata was latear termed MODERN-
ISM. kjHis first pastoral Lo the Venetians solemnlv affirmed
that 1n matters concerning the Vicar of Christ, "there should be
no questions, noil suibtleties, no opposing of personal rights to
his rights, but only obedience."

His reforms as pope reflected i1in good part the needs and aspira-
tions he had experienced and exzpressed as pastor an

bishop.

The conclave of 1903 (July 31-Aug 4) eleclted him successor to LEO
XIII, despite his entreaties.(see above, Aradi) Caradinal Merry
del Val, secretary of the conclave, became his sect of state. Hais
first encvclical, E SUPREMI APOSTOLATUS (Oct 4) togetaher waith
his allocautiion to 1l,the sacraead college (Nov 9) formulated the
GUIDING PJRINCIPLES JOF HIS PONTIFICATE, TO BATTLE AGAINST ES-
TRANGEMENT FROM GOD AND AGAINST APOSTASY, WHICH WAS BECOMING EVER
MORE RUINOUS TO SOCIETIES. TO THIS END HE WOULD SEEK 'TO RESTORE
ALL THINGS IN CHRIST, IN ORDER THAT CHBRIST MAY BE ALL AND IN
ALL.'He desired to be merely the minister of tahe Most HIgh.but
Lthis position he intended to fill completely. In no arae of human
activity, he promised, would he fail to affirm the authority of
God, the rigojrous obedience due his church, and the limitless
extent of the papal mission. EVEN POLITICAL AFFAIR SO FAR AS
THEY CONCERN FAITH ANDMORALS, MUST NOT ESCAPLE THE NEED FOR UNI-
VERSAL RESTORATION AS WAS REITRATED IN THE FNCLYCLICAL JUCUNDA
SANF (mARCH12, 1904) commemorating the 13trh centenneerary of
Poipe St Gregory trhe Great PIUS ALSO RESOLSVED "TO TEACH the
Chraistian truth and law," and to defend them with circumspection
against "the insidious maneuvears of a type of

new science>" He further aimed to promote social Jjustice and
charity, kthe solel guarantee of real order and Jpeace among
individuals and groups.

MODERNISM (N CATH ENCYCL, vol 11, p409) Modernism provided the
gravest problem with which Pius X had to contend in the philo-
sophical, theological, and exegetical ralms. For some yeqrs thais
new trend had baeen infilrtrating intellectual circles in Chris-
tian nations and gaining entrance into some Jpeioidicals in the
U>SD> As a raesult several works of unequal 1mportance had been
on the INDEX inclkuding writings by LOISY,HOUTIN,LABERTHONEN-
NIERE,FOGAZZARO,and others. The Pontiff revealed his attitude on
several occasions notably in the encyclicalk PIENI L’ANIMO (July
28,1906) and even more clearly, in the Sconsistxory of pril 17,
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1907) OFFICIAL condemnatlion came with the publication of LAMEN-
TABILI SANF EXITU (July 3, 1907) a decree ofl the Holv Ofdficxe
aplypJroved byi the Pope which reprobrataed 65 propositions
containing in summary form the wrirors imputed to Modearnism. The
encyclical PASCENDI DOMINICI GREGIS (Sept 8) completed txhe
repression ofl what 1t tearmed the "resume of all the heresies."”
Pius X enacted 1n 1ta serijes of measures destaained to proteacat
the faith of the laity and stilkl more of the clergy The motu
propriio (Nov 18,1907) PRAESTANTIA confirmed Lamentabili a

nd Pascendi under a penalty of grave censures.

Despite these measures, supplemented by a number of excommuinio-
cations and seaveral additions to the Index Jjof Fojgrbidden
Boohks, resistance did nol disappear.This led to lthe imposition
of an oalh against Modernism (Sept 1910) that created difficul-
ties i1n Germany (see Modernism, OaTH AGAINST). TO THE END OFHIS
PONTIFICATAE TAHE POPE CONTINUED TO DENOUNCE the Modernist peril
amd the "circuitous means" by which i1t maintained i1tself

Excesses unfortunately accompanied the repression of Modernism.
JThey were cause chiefly by the supporters of INTEGRALISM partaic-
ularly Msgr BENIGNIand his SOLIDALITIUM PIANUM(League of KSt.
Pius V).Asa result numbers of Catgholics, savcants among them,
klfound themselves unjustlky denounced Eccleasiastical studies
suffered a setback Three Papal letters encouraging the Sodalitium
were published but these did not mention all of 1ts numerous
secrel activities. Never did the Pontaff accord i1ta "formal and
definittive approval."”

NCENCYL, p 409) Unfavorable by nature to alliance with groups
hostile or even foreign Lo Catholicism, Pirus desired Catholics to
form a great union to effecl a program of just and prudent social
reforms.From the beginning of his pontificate he 1ssued instruc-
Lions of Lhis tenor Lo the TLalian Operadei Congress: His motu
proprio Fin dalla prima(Dec. 18,1903) tired Lo reamove Iialian
popular action groupsfrom the aradent pjolitical inmvolvements in
which Romolo Murri and Jjothers were trying tao engage them,
kcontrary to lthe directives of the Holyv See./Aftaear dissolvaing
the i1internally divided Opera dea Congressi,P.Pius X da

rected his attentioin to the followers of Christian Democaracy
led by Murrai In two encyclicals, Il fermo proposito(June 11,1905)
and Pienil’animo he affirmed the great social role(actually the
role of prudent political preparation)which devolved on Catholac
Action uindear tahe controjgl of lthe heads of lthe Church.He also
opposed the spirit of insubordination shown bysome ecclesiastacs
which menacedyoung clerics (SEE ITALY)tHIS INSUBORDINATION HAD IN
THE POPE’S mind ties with MOdernaist errors. The Holy Office’s
condemnation (Feb 13,1908) of the jgournal of Abbe Naudet, La
Justaice Sj)ociale and thata of Abbe Dabry,a Vjie Catholigque,
manifested Roman disquietude concerning the activites

of Fraench Chjyristian Democracy, which hasd ojgriented itself
Laoard polatics i1n the framework of ltahe Raillement as recom-
mended by Leo XIII The letter to the French episcopacy Notre
charge (Aug 25,1910) concemned tahe Sillon,directaed byi Marc
Sangnier, a man to whom Lhe Pope was al first atiracted. But eht
interconfessional Sillon freed i1iself from ecclesiastical author-
ity

1ty,adopted social ,civic,and even religious theses 1n opposition
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at time to pontifical directives,"enfoeoffed relgiion" to the
prarty of democracy, and formed alliances that compromised the
defense of the Church i1in a grave hour.

Distaste for i1nlerconflessional groups apppeared againin the
encyclical Singulari quadam (Sept 24,1912), which autahorized
under certain conditions Protestant membership 1n some groups,
but preferred in principle purely Catholic associations
RELATIONS WITH GOVTS.-The Apostolic ConstitutionCOMMISSUM
NOBIS(Jan.20,1904 )ENDED THEVETO PJOWER OF CATHOLICD GOVCTS RAE-
SURRECTAED BY THE AUSTRIAN CARXADINAL PUZYNA ATA TAHE 1903 CON-
CLAVE TO DEFEAT CARDINAL RAMPOLLA.(seeisrael and the nations,by
Dr. Israel S Bloch, p.XX,"Ernest Schbneidear, the Vjienna member
of Paraliamenl said 1n Vienna meetaings ’Jewry was oplposed to
this cleara-eyed man of raealisitaic judgment (Rampolla), so he s
sacrificxed because some Polish Jews objected to his becomingh
pope ")audeincd cheered tahe orator.PATHOLogical condition of
the orator found a correwsponding mentality in the mob

Pius X's pontificataea coincided with the growth of anticlerai-
calism in France,especally during tahe ministry of Emile Combes
which sasw the prohibition of all teaching byi religious congre-
gations, and confliccts oveara episcopal nominations It wait-
nessed the ruipture ofdiplomataic relations with the Holy See
(July 30,1904) subseyuent to the nmote of Caradinal Merary del
Val converning Lahe visit of jPJLresident Loubet of Franceto the
king ofItaly, and also the summoning to Rjome of the bishops of
Digjgon and Laval A FRENCH LAW )Dec. 9,1905)annulled unilaterally
the Concordat of 1801, separated church fromn state, and trans-
feraread tahea church’s goods to lay associations. Pius X condem-
ned the legislation 1n tahe encyclicalk VEHEMENTER NOS(feb
11,1906).Deapite the wish of lthe French bijgshops who were con-
cearaned forl trhe ewxi1staeance ofx ltaheirad dioiceses, kthe
JkPJont1ff opposed all plrojectaions for bettaering the lay
assoclations i1n the encyiclical GRAVISSIMO officii munere(aug
10,1906) DIn his solicitudce forl the rightsd ofjGjod and ltahe
JChurch he repeataedlky displayed his hostility the newe legisla-
tions which had been enacted i1n vioilentda circumstances and
which 1ncluded expulsions and violataions ofl the larachives of
lthe nunciature

Freanch Catholics were advised bythe Holy See not to continue to
1denli1fy thedefense of ltaheira relligion with union of church
and state PIUS X WAS REMARAKABLY INDULGENTA T OWARAD THE LEADR-
DERA OPFL KTAHE ACTION FRANCAISE, CHARLES MAURRAAS, WHEN HE LEFT
UNMPLUIBLISHED FOR LA TIME THE DECREEE CONDEMNING LKSEVERALK OF
LMAURRAS BVOOKS

1N HIS RELATAIONS WITH THE GOVT OF ITALY PIUS X UPHELD THE TEMPO-
RAL RIGHTS OI'L THE HOLY SEE, WHILLC PREPARING THE WAY LITTLE BYI
LITTLE IN DIVERSE ACTS FOR THE SOLUTION OF THE ROMAN QUESTION.He
felt compelled to protest against tLhe anticlerical violence of
Ernesto Nathan, Mayor ofRome JConsideration for the country’s
general welfare dictated his encyclical Il fermo proposito(June
11,1905) kwhich allowed bishops 1n certain cases to remove the

papal prohibition that kept the faithful from political elec-
tions.

One of Lhe pope’s commemorative encyclicalksy , Editae saepe (May
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26,1910) dedicated Lo St Charles Borromeo roused some 111 feeling
in Germany because one passaage was interpreted as bein severe
toward theReformation.Sympatahy for the Poles won 1lfor the pon-
ti1ff the hostilaity ofl tahe Russian govt Similarly kthe missio-
nof Cardinal Vincenzo Vannutellil as legate to Ireland wasviewed
amiss i1n London Catalan re volutionaries plunged the Spanish
churchinto mourning(1909), and the anticlerical govgt of Canale-
Jas caused 1t extreme distress. The young reaplubvlic ofPortugal
was reproved in Lhe encyclical Jamjgudum in Lusitania(May 24,1911)
fojgr 1ta law separating state from church kwhich led to violent
religious persecution.

PUBLIC OPINION IN THE U.S DEPLORED THE REFUSAL OF A PAPAL AUDI-
ENCE (1910) to FORMER PRESIDENT THEODORE ROOSEVELT 1IN
ROME,BECAUSE HE INTENDED TO SPEAK IN THE METHODIST CHURCH IN
ROME. On the other hand, Paius X praised the liberalism of lthe
gaovta of the US Hew also approvead (June 11,1911) kthe Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace Frequeantlyuil he pjlraised and
aided the fervor of North American Catholics.

Antireligious legislation i1n Ecuador merited papal disapproval
(1905). Bolivia was reminded of certain edclesiastrical lawas.
The HOLY SEE'S PRESTIGE MOUNTED WITH THE ARBITRATION OF TH
E POPLE,S DELEGATE MONSIGNOR BAVONA IN THE CONFLICT INVOLVING
BRAZIL, BOLIVIA, AND PERU.eBNCYCLICAL LACRIMABILI STATU (Jugnex
7,1812) invited the Latin American bishops to do the
ir utmost to improve the lot of the
Indians.

Pius X's grief at tahe outbreak of Wogrld Wara I apjgpjearead in
his exhortation Dum Europa fearea (Aug2,1914) kA congresion ended
dhis life soon after (Aug 20) Christendom recllled in manifold
ways the sanctityuof this jypontifaf of luninous faith and com-
passionate humility. JThe caradinals of the Roman curia requested
(Feb 24,1923z) the introduction of his cause Afiear long inves-
tigations (19232-46) the apygplraovaol of ltahe requiread mira-
cles, and the ritual formalities, PIUS X was kbveatified (June
3,1951) and canonizced (May 29,1954 ) Since then his cult has
continued to spread across Lhe world. (see biblio)/INTERNAL
AFFAIRS OF LTHE CHURCH-Pius Y profoundly reformed the Church'’s
interior liflfe, while lavoring 1ts missionary eixpansion Inlerestr
tn public prayer and public divine worship, weekhly recilation of
entire psaller, codification of lthe Code of Canon Law(March

19,1904), central govt simplified, haramonived and strenylahened,
reamov ed from jyuiridction of Lhe Coyngregation for Piopagation
of 1lFayith, the U>S>,Canada,Newloundland, T&ngland, TIRELAND,

HOLLANDand Luxemburg/Pius dcommended developmen!t of studies Lrhat
conformedto spiril of Xtv estabvlishment {(May 7,1909)PONTIFICAL
RTBLICAL INSTTTUTF piromoted despite some criticisms, scientifac
knowledge ol Sicred Scriplure/zealjkjous champion of St. Thomas
Agquinas/i1mportance of religious instruction and catechism/ex-
tolled priesthood, Vairgin Mary,eucharist,(see p.410)

BENEDICT XV (1914-22)Della Chiesa, Bury p.l88)succeded Pius
X,trained diplomat from school of Leo XIII,WWI involved millalons
of RCS on both sides, PAPAL POLICY WAS NEUTRALITY AND IMPARTTAL
FRIENDLINESS TO BOTH SIDES. Benedict was of noble lineage, Vati-
can representative at Madrid, had high connectaions, contacts all
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over Europe His wise counsels increased respect for papacy on
both sides 1914-only 20foreign gogvtas represenied at llolyS/1917
there were 31/pportCatholic Hapsburg dynasty,Empero: medieval
monarach, 1870s-Trafe govt-1l4 years-fought hereasy of libearal-
ism, supportead by RC, 1848 revolution-pious fervor to fight
democracy

CONCORDAT-VATICAN-AUSTRIA, new privileges, counteract liberalism,
educational system given to RC, used for countaera-
revolution(rural ) ,ANTI-CLERAICALISM TRIGGERED BY CONCORDAT

1907- ARABS-ISRAEL 9H Sachar, p.l163)-dR vITZCHAK ePSTLCIN, NOTED
zIONIST EDUCATAORA, IN hASHILOACH, "aMONG THE GRAVAE QUESTIONS
LINKED IN THE CONCEPT OFOUR people’s renaissance on it- own soil
there one gquestion which 1s more weighty than all the others
combined. JThis 1s lkthe questions of our realtaions with the
Arabs OJur own national aspirations depend uj)plon the corarectxa
sjyjolution of this question...(yet) 1t has simply been (lorgaotten
by the Zionists and 1s hardly referred to at all in 1ts true form
in Zionisl litearature."

1908-ARAB ANTI-ZIONISM 9H Sachar, 1650 tHE YOUNG tURL REVOJLU-
TIOIN, SEEKING NEW OPPORTUNITIES OF SELF-RULE, aRAB-mUSLIM MEM-
BERS OFL TAHE oTTOMAN pARALIAMENT EMBARKED for tahe first time on
an anti-Zionist campaign. Charges of two self=govtrs in Palestine
touched ofaf repercussioins among Palestainian Arabs.

1910-HUNGARY 9Pulzer,p.l10) Budepest grew faster in 1800s than any
other European caplital, 1k910-Jews,203,687, one quarter of
Jprplopuirlation, called "JUDAPEST', 1920-agraiculture labvor 1%,
7T 3%1ndustgrial worakers, acxtors, musicians-23%Authors 34%,
lawyers-51%, Doctores 60%, commerce, kfinance -0 overwhelming
majority Jewwish, journalism dominataed vby Jews
1914-1939-(Bury,pl84 JAPOCALYPTIC QUARATAER CENTURY,PERIOD ZWIS-
CHEN DEN ZEITEN

1914-1922-BENEDICT XV-(Della Chiesa)Bury p 188), succveded Pius
X,trained diplomat from school of Leo XIII,WWI involved millions
of RCs on lbotdh sides, PAPAL, POLICY WAS NEUTRALITY AND IMPARA-
TIAL FRIENDLINESS TO BOTH SIDES/ Benedict of noble lineagxe,
Vatican representativce at Madraid, had high connections, con-
tactds all over Europe,l His wise counsels increased respect for
papacy on both sides.

1914-only 20 foreign govts replresented axt Holy See , 1917,
there were 31,1921,Japanese crown prince visits Vatican

Benedict pleaded with rulers on botgh sides to settle differences
at conferencetable, not on battlefield.Tried to Jpl[revent Italy-
Austria conflict, both "RC" countries but unsuccessful/reabuiked
violation of Belgium’s neutrality, 1917-tried to mediatae bea-
tween belligereants.

Despite war, promoted world-wide missioins of church{Nov. 1919
-Apostolic Epastle)

ENCYCLICAL, AD BEATISSIMI APOSTOLORUM (1922) ON THEOLJOGICAL
STUDY, INSISTED BY ITS NATURE CATHOLIC FAITH IS UNCHANGING,
neither supplemented nor diminished "One must maintain 1t as a
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whole, or regject 1t as a4 whole

(p.189) "No 1nnovation except from tradition'" (p Stephen, 256
AD)
no new church-state arrangaements with govts , disturbed

-succeded by P PIUS XI (1922-39)

1920s-p Benedict XV sent pontifical mission to USSR duringx
terrifying famine of 1920s,wlfare mission led by Revc. EJdmund
Walsh of Georgetown Univ., afleara mission left, LPRAVD\, instead
of explressing gxratitude, stataead thatP.PIUS XI <hould be
condemned to death

Benedict ran i1nto difficulties because i1n Treaty of London,
kconcluded 1i1n 1915, France, Greata Britain, andRussia agxareed to
support TLaly i1n preventing representative of Holy See Jjkfrom
tauking anyh slepl ys whalaevear 1i1n regard Lo tLhe conclusion of
peace or Lhe settlemenl of questions connected with the pjresent
war KBenedict did not abandon his effortsd to end the bloodshed
His nuncio 1in Berlin, Archbishop Pacelli {(later Pius XII) pre-
senled peace proposals from the Pojyntiff to the Kaiser ..nothing
happened and the war continued.

P.BENEDICT XV-sEPT. 3,L9L4 TO JAN 22,L922-GIACOMO DELLA CHIESA,
PEGLI(GENQA), B nOV 21,1854 Parents belonged to patrician class
of Genoa.

delicaate health as child, studious habits and sol.dtude and
introspection/private tutors/secondary schooling diocesan
priests/FATHER FEARING CURRENT ANTI-CLERICALSIM CAUSED HIM TO
DEFER HIS DPRIESTLY AMBITION,ATTENDED ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF GENOA,
RECEIVED DOCTORATE IN CIVIL LAW{1875) after writing thesis Jjon
"The Interplretation of laws'"/persistent request to study for
priesthoed/In Rome resided at Capranica College, c<lasses at
Gregorian University, ordained (Dec 21,1878)DoctoratP in theoogy
(1879) in Canon Law(1880)

PAPAL DIPLOMAT- ARCHBISHOP RAMPOLLA, REPRESENTATAIVE OF P LEO
XIII AT SEMINARS HELD IN THE ACCADEMIA DEI NOBILI ECCLESIASTICI,
invited the young priest to join the staff of the papalsecretarai-
at of stale as APPRENDISTA When Rampolla became apostolic nuncio
to Spain (1882), HE TOOK DELLA CHIESA AS SECRETRY.In Spain a
violent extraordinary cholera epidemic broke out The nunecio and
his secretary organized primitive relief agencies and worked as
male nurses This expereince proved helpful later, when Benedict
XV demonstrataed ax praclical grasp of the needs in WWI by di-
recting personally +the organizataion of Vatican relief agencies.
IN 1887 RAMPOLLA WAS NAMED PAPAL SECRETARY OF STATE AND CARDINAL.
After serving as MINUTANTE ora secretary, DELLA CHIESA WAS AP-
POINTED SOSTITUTO OR UNDERSECRETARY (1901) HIS NATURAL SENSE OF
GRACIOUS DIPLOMACY OFTEN WON LEO XIII'’s approval of projects that
the somewhat CHOLERIC RAMPOLLA was unable to achieve.

With accession of PIUS X(1903) RAFAEL MERRAY DEL VAL replaced
Rampolla as secretary of state, but DELLA CHIESA remained as
UNDERSECRETAARY. Although he enjoyed favor with Pius X, the years
from 1903 to 1907 were increasingly difficult for him THE CRISIS
OVER MODERNISM HAD GIVEN RISE TO AN EXTREME RIGHTIST MOVEMENT
CALLED INTEGRALISM . DELLA CHIESA DISCREETLY BUT REPEATEDLY
CAUTIONED AGATNST UNWARRANTED CONDEMNATIONS OF WELL-MEANING
SCHOLARS So far was Della Chiesa from espousing Modernists,
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however, that Pius X once referred to him as his "rigfht arm in
fighting modernism "
Archbishop of Bologna-When the position of nuncio to SI'AIN fell
vacant (1807), Della Chiesa seemed destined for the posiL. Merary
del Val however felt that his policies would be better executed
1f Della Chiesa were reamoved from the diplomataic service. Wjith
some embararassment Pius X summoned Della Chiesa and aslked him to
accept Lhe See of BOLOGNA. The pONtaff himself conseciatred him
bishop i1in the Sistine Chapel (Dec 22,1907)
Although disappointed 1n not realizing his desire of returning to
Spain, Della Chiesa wenl Lo Bologna, A SEE BRISTLING WITH DIFFI-
CULTIES.THE CITY WAS THEN IN TURMOIL BECAUSE OF SOCIALIST AGAITA-
TORS Preceding archbishop, Cardinal Svampa, had governed the
see with a relaxed hand Della Chiesa, klLrained in ROMAN LEGALIS-
TIC PRECISION, MEANT TO INSTITUTE SYISTEM AND ORDER Svampa had
been 1mpressive 1n external appeareance and his successor was
not ,THE BOLOGNESE DID NOT CONCEAL THEIR DISAPPOINTMENT HOWEVER,
THE NEW ARCHBIJSHOP’S INSTINCTIVE KINDNESS, HIS PASTORAL SOLICI-
TUDE, AND HIS GENEROSITY SOON CANCELLED THEIR FIRST IMPRESSION.
He made a thorough episcopal visitation ofevery church, institu-
Ltion, and chapel i1n his see, often traveling on horseback to the
most remote lmountain villages this projectx occupied his first 4
vyears and elicitaaed from Pius X a verylaudatory autograph.
Byjoljogna had long baeen a cardinalaitial see, but PIUS X WAITED 7
YEARS BVEFORE CONFERRING ON DELLA CHIESA THE RED HAT(1914).
PONTITICATE,withan 3 months of thais elevaytion, Pius X died (Aug
20) At thas time THE QUALITIES DEMANDED IN HIS SUCCESSOR INCLUD-
ED A DIPLOMATAIC SKILL IN COPING WITH WORLD WAR I WHICH HAD
ERUPTEDON JUNF 28, AND A COMBINATION OF STRENGTH AND JPLRUDENCE
IN DEALING WITH INTEGRALISM.CONCLAV E WAS BRIEF. DELLA CHIESA WAS
NOT RAFGARADED ATA TTS OPFNING AS ONE OFL, TAHF LEADING PAPABILI,
BUT HE WAS LLIFCTED ON THE TENTH BALLOT (sept 3) He took the name
Benedictr principally to honor lithe last pope electaed from tahe
See of Bologna,Prospero Lambertini, BAENEDICT XIV, WHOI HAD ALSO
BEEN AN EXPEART IN JURIDPRUDEMNCE. Cojronoatltaion taocok place Sept
6 1n Sjyistaine JChapel on a very modest scale because of the
widespread misery caused by WWI.d
CURIAL APPTS Benedict XV made extensive changes in the personnel
of the Roman Curia Cardinal Ferrata wasa named sect of state but
died within 2 weeks P GASPARRI SUCCEDED HIM. MERRY DEL VAL
BECAME SECRETARAY OFL THE HOLY OFFICE
CHARITIES-especially in the alleviation of human misery became
the leitmotiv of the pontificate.For example, Benedict XV insti-
Ltuted an 1nternational MISSING PERSONS BUREAU in the Vataican to
reestablish contact between pjyrisoners of wara and tahier fami-
lies /He prevbailed on Switzerland toaccept ailing soldiers who
had fallen Jprey to truberculosis, then very pJyrevalent.He per-
sonally selectaead ecclesiastics to visit the sick and tahe
wounded and to extend to them his sympathy and blessing
PEACE-HIS SEVEN-POINT PEACE NOTE WAS SEANT TO THE HEADS OFL ,THE
CENTRAL AND THE ALLIED POWERS 9AUG 1,1917) IT CALLED FOR
(1)SUBSTITUIION OF THE ’'MORAL FORCE OF RIGHT' FOR THE LAW OF
MATERIAL FORCE, (2)SIMULTANEOUS AND RECIPROCAL DECREASE OF ARMA-
MENTS, (3)INTERNATIONAL ARABITRATION, (4)TRUE FREEADOM AND COMMU-
NITY OFL THE SEAS, (5)RECIPROCAL RENUNCIATION OF WAS
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INDEMNITIES, (6)EVACUATION AND RESOTROATION OF ALL OCCUPOILD
TERRITORILCS, AND (T7)EXAMINATION ’*IN A COONCILIATORAY SPIRIT' OFL
THE RIVAL TERRITORIAL CLAIMSD.

MOST OF THE BELLIGERENTS RLTURNED POLITE BUT 1LIQUIVOCAL
REPLIFS AUSTRIA WAS WILLING TO ACCEPT THE TERMS GREAT BRITAIN
SHOWED GOOD WILL BUT FRANCE EXPRESSED RESERVATIONS.FOREIGN SECTAX
RICHARAD VON KUHLMANN IN GERMANY DID NOT FAVOR A V ATICAN MOTI-
VATEFD PEACE ROBERT LANSING, US SCT OF STATAE, ISSUED A SOMEWHAT
DIDACTIC REFUSAL /

THE DEBACLE OFL THIS PEACE EFFORT WAS PERHAPS THE GAREATAST
DISAPPOSINTMENT THATA BENEDICT XV SUFFEREAD DURING HIS JPJOINT-
ATF1ICATAE. HE IHAD TAO CLOSE HIS MISSINGH PERSONS BURE\U BECAUSE
OFL THE CALUIMNIES THAT IT WAS A FACADE FORL ESPIONAGAE. IN HIS
INTROUDCTION TO TAHE PJAACE NOTE,THE POPE REVEALED THAT IMMEDI-
ATELY AFTER HIS ELECTION TO THE PAPACY, HE HAD RESOJLVED TRO
OBSERAVE ABSOLUTE I[MPARATIALITY BUT NOT DISINTERESTED NEUTRALITY.
BUT caluimnies did not cease The Central powers referared to haim
as ''"DER FRANZO'SICIIF PAPST’,THE ALLIED POWERS CALLED HIM ’'LE
PAPE BOCHE'. HF DID NOT RAISE HIS VOICE AGAIN UNTIL THL CLOSE OF
THE WAR WHEN HIS ENCYHCLICAL PACEM DEI MUNUS (May 23,1920) PLEAD-
ED FOR THF RESTPORATION OF BROTHERLY LOVE./DIJPLOMAZTIC RAELA-
TIONS-tHF POPE WORKED ASSIDUOUSLY TO RESTORE DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS
WITH THE HOLY SEE THAT HAD BEEN RUPTURED BY THE WAR. HE WAS
ESPEDCTALLYI ANXIOUS TO HFAL LTHE BREACH WITH FRANCE His allocu-
tion kata tahe canaonizataion of Joan of Arac did much to accom-
plish this When he was elected, 14 COUNTRIES WERE RI'PRESENTED
ATA THIF VATATCAN, WHFN HF DICD THE NUMBFR IIAD RISEN TO 26

ROMAN QUESTION The Roman guestion remained important Iltcportedliy
P Benedict prolested against the LAW OF GUARANTEES Owing to has
careful planning, a secret meeting took place between BENITO
MUSSOLTNT AND CARDINAL GASPARRT in Lhe home of Count

Carlo Santucc:i, and old Ffriend of Lhe Pope Here lahe fairst
decisive steps were taken thalt culminated in the LATERAN (PACT
1929)

CANON LAW,CODIFICATION OF CURCH LAW INAUGURATED BY PIUS X AND
PLSCED UNDER DIRECTION OFCARDINAL GASPARRI, was completed much
earlier than at first envionsed The success ofthe project rose
laragely from Benedict XV's special 1nterest and close supervi-
sion CODSE OF CANON LAWA WAS PUBLTSHED ON JUNE 28,1917

ORIENTAL CHURCHES-(p 280 )-Benedict XV paved tghe way for a
better understanding between the Oriental and the Latin Churches.
On May 1,1917,, he announced establishement of SACRED CONGREGA-
TION FOR THE ORIENTAL CHURCH, WITH POPE AS PREFECT a MOTU PRO-
PRIO, oRIFNTIS CATHOLICI (oCT. 15,1917 )ESTABLISHED THE PONTIFICX-
Al, ORIENI'AL INSTITUTE IN ROMF

PRONOUNCEMENTS,

CHARACTFRISTICS- AS THE RESULT OF A BIRTH INJURY, ONE EYE, ONE
EAR, AND ONE SHOULDER OF BENEDICT XV WEARE NOTICEAABLY HIGHER
THAN THE OTHER. IIE WAS SHORT, EXTREMELY THIN, STOOP SHOULDERED,
SOMEWHAT BLUISH IN COMPLEXION AND LIMPED PERCEPTIBLY. HIS TEM-
PERAMENT WAS KIND AND SYMPATHETIC HE WAS INVARIABLY APPROACHABLE
AND GREQUENTLKY ASSERTAED, ’'EVERYONE HAS THE RIGHT TO SEE THE
POPE.’ HE WAS GAENEROUS ALMOST TO A FAULT. THE HOLY SEE HAD TO
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BORROW MONFY TO BURY HIM, SO MUCH HAD HE DEPLETED THE TREASURY
WITH H1S ALMSGIVING ATA TIMLS HIS NATAIVE NERVCOUSNISS SHOWED
1TSELF IN ERUPTIONS OF TAEMPER, AGAINST WHICH HE ADMITATED HE HAD
TO TIGHT ALL HIS LIFE WHEN HE FAILCD, HE MADE REPARATIION BY
PROFUSE APOLOGIES AND ACTS OF KINDNESS HE WAS INCAPABLE JOF
SUSTAINING RANCOR OR OF HARBORING GRUDGAES. HIS HUMOR TOOK THE
FORM OF A GENTLE KINDLY IRONY HIS FINAL ILLNESS LASTAEAD ONBLY
A FFW DAYS AND WAS CAUSED BY INFLUENZA KLJTHAT DEVELOPLED INTO
PEUMONIA (SEE bIBLIO, P 280).

PROJNOUNCEMENTS~ Benedict XV wrote 12 encyclicals His 1inaugural
one, AD BEATISSIMI APOSTOLORUM (nov. 1,1914) was a blueprint of
what he hoped his Jpontificate woul,d acxcxomplish IT DEALTD
WITH PEACXE BETWEEN NATIONS, AMONG SOCIAL CLASSES, AND WITHINTHE
CHURCH. He dealt with Lhe Integralists without using the name,
stating mearely1 Lhata of latae an adjectivce had been affixed to
the wojrd Cataholic, buty that theare was no need to qualify it
by "fresh epithets " Sopjairitus Paraclitus *(Sept 15,1920) marak-
1ing Lhe 15th centennary of lthe death of St. Jerome, jJjjpleaded
for a return to Lhe study of ,1Holy Writ It builkt on the prain-
ciples la:d down by Leo XIII, explaining them or contracting the
latitude of their application Maximum 1llud, an apostolic let~
teara (nov 30,1919) called for a belfer spiritual and intelklec-
Lual preparalion of Imissionaraies and also for Lhe (ormatin of
naltive clergies

P PIUS XTI, Feb 6, 1922, to Feb 10, .1939 b. AMBROGIO DAMIANO
ACHILLE RATTI, at Desio near MILAN, kMay 31, 1857 (82 yrs.)

Alfter ordiantaion (1879) and studies at the Gregorian Unaiv
Rome, (PhD,DD,JCD) he bxecame (1882) a professor at Lhe major
seminary in Milan and was appointaed to the staff of the Ambro-
si1an library, Milan (1888-1911, after 1907 director). During thas
period he became known especially for his work in paleography and
published Acta Mediolanensis (4 v. Milan 1890=-99) and Maissale
Duplex Ambrosianum (Milan 1913). FROM 1911 to 1918 RATTI WORKED
AT THE VATICAN LIBRARY, FIRST AS PRAEFEACT UNDER F.X. EHRLE AND
AFRTER 1914 as prefect

In Aprail 1918, Benedict XV entrusted Ratti with the daiffaicult
task of apostolic visitator te the young POLISII REPUBLIC WHICH
HADA JUIST ESTRABXLISIHED DIPLOMATAIC RAELATAIONS WITH THE HOLY
SEE RATADTI WAS APPOINTAED NUNCIO TO POLAND IN JUNE 1919 and
titaulara arachbishop to Lepanto on Oct. 28,1919. HIS MISSION
EXTAERNDING TO THE ARAEAS THAT HAD FORMERLY BEEN PART OF THE
CZARIST EMPIRE ACQUAINTED HIM WITH THE DIFFICULTIRES IN RECON-
STRUCTING TIHE STATLCL AND CHURCH IN POLANDAND IN THEBALTIC STATES
(LITHUANIA,LATVIA, ESTONIA) HE WAS ALSO DRAWAN INTO TIHE RIVAL-
RIES AND BORDER DISPUTES OF THESE YOUNG STATES. STILL MORE DELI-
CATE WAS HIS TASK AS PAPAL DELEGAATE ON THE INTER-ALLIED COMMIS-
SIONS FOR THE PEBISCITE AREAS IN UPPER SILESIA WHERE HIS SUYM-
PATJHIES WERE WITH POLISH CATHOLICISM.AS NATIONAL PASSIONS
HEIGHTENED, THE NUNCIO'S SITUATIONBAECAME SO UINTENABALE THAT
BENEDICT XV TRANSFERRED HIM (June 13,1921) MAKING HIM ARACHBISHOP
OF MILAN AND A CARDINAL. AFTER THE DEATH OF BENEDICT XV, ACHILLE
RATTI WAS ELECTED POPE ON THE 14Th BALLOT ON FEB6,1922

PIUS XI's pontificate was devoted to achieving the great task of
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peace and tLhe reordering the Church Aftera tahe collapse ofl the
old systems 1n WWI. he strove for the PAX CHRISTIANA 1n a world
lthata had not reestablished genuine peace. IN THE AGAT OF JLDIS-
APPEARING MONARACHIES HE REFERRED THE NATIONS, WARA WEARAY AND
KYET FILLED WITH UNRJEST TO THE KINGDOM OF CHRIST. FOR HIM THE
HIGHEST GOAL WAS THE UNIFICATION OF HUMANITY-A HUMANITY SEEKING
TRUE PEACE KAND COMMUNITY--UNDER THE ROYAL SCEPTRE OF CIHRIST.

In his praograms of realigious renewal, the Pope's encyclials
were of special signifaicance The first, UBI ARACANO
(Dec.23,1922) 1nauguratead Cathoilic Action or "the partaicipa-
tion of the layman in the hierarchical apostolate" forthe pjur-
pose of restoring a socieaty animataed by Chraistian sypirit and
of Jpermating all manifestations ofpublic life with the Catholaic
doclrines of failth and morals Although the organization of
Catholic Action 1n all countries was veary close to the heart of
Pius XI, it Look ’on special importance for ITALY where 1t was
linked up with existing organizations. JThe Pope stressed repeat-
aedly 1ts nonpolitical, purely reliious character / The encyhcla-
cal on Christian eduction, Divini 1l1lius magirsteri, (Dec 31,1929)
lays tLhe foundation for a genuinely Chraistian theory of educa-
Ltion, OPPOSES THE MODERN STATE’'S MONOPOLY OF SCHOOLS, AND UNDER-
TAKES THE DEMARCATION AND COORDINATION OFLTAH3 EDUCATION RIGHTS
OF LTHE FAMILY, THE CHURCH, AND THE STATE. Marriage encyclaical
Casti connubii (Dec 30,1930) treats of the properites ofmarriagae
(children, mutual trust, holiness)warns against contemporaryfalse
solutions (marraige for a specid duratin, trial marriagae, mar-
riage of comradeshop, aborition, sterilization infidenlityu,
mixed marriage,divorce, birth control} and asks for respectx
forthe divine commandments and esteeam for the graces conferred
by the Sacrameni of matrimony. Besides tahe primary purpose
(childraen), the "mulual and harmonious development of tahe
paritners" 1s recognized as "primary rason for marriagae" (Cate-
chismus Romanus 2 8,13)

THE ENCYCLICAL ON THE SOCIAL ORDER, QUADRAGESIMO ANNO (May 15,
1931) - 40 YEARS AFTER LEO XIII'S RERUM NOVARUM, IS THE SECOND
GREAT SOCIAL ENCYCLIAL. Going bceyond the demands of Leo XIII, 1t
presses for social reform,and under this aspect kdevelops the
1idea Jof ltrhe principle of subsidiarity and of the "corporate
orader” As a supplement to QUADRAGESIMO ANNO, the encyclical
NOVGA IMPFNDET (Oct 2,1931)treaats ofl, the financial crises
of FINANCIAL DISTRESS, UNEMPLOUM,ENT, ANMD THE INTAERNATIONAL
MILIATARY ARAMS RACE. The pope’s cpncern oveara the growing
distress after the 1929 world economic crisis found expression in
the encyuclical CARITATE CHRISTI (May 3, 1932).TOJ OFFSET TAHE
WIDESPREAD MISERY IN THE WAAORLD, LTHJE POPE CALLED FORL THE
CHRISTTAN ACTIVITY OF LOVE, JPRAYEAR, PENANCE AND DEVOTION TO
THE DIVINE HEART OF JESUS.IN THE FACE OF GROWING DANGAERS FORM
THE TOTALTTARIANM SYSTEMS OFL VARAIOUS STATES, PIUS XI, IN NUMER-
AOUS ADDRESSES AND WRITINGS, WARNED URGENTLY AGAINST A WEAY OF
LTHINKING THATS ALIENATED MEN FROM GOD, AND HE EEMPHASIZED THAT
THE DIGNITYH OF THE INDIVIDUAL MAN, THE SANCITTY OF THE FAMILY
AND THE ORDAEAR AND SECURITY OF SOCIETY WOULD BE SECURED ABOVE
ALL BYU RELIGION KAND EFFECTIVENESS OF THE CHURCH. THESE PAPAL
EFFORTS CULMINATEDIN NON ABBIAMO BISOGNO (July 5,1931) AGAINST
ITALIAN FASCISM, MIT BVRENNENDER SORGE (March 1937) AGAINST
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NATIONAL SOCIALISM, AND DIVINI REDEMPTORIS (Marach 19, 1937), A
DEFENSE OF HUMAN SOCIETY AND CULTURE AGAINST ATAHEISTIC COMMU-
NISM. THE encyclical Ad Catholici Saceradotii(Dec. 20,1935) kwas
devotgead to the pjyriesthood of lthe Church

Also directed to the jgoal of lrenewing and deepending relligious
ecclesiastical life were tahe Wogrld Eucharaisitic Congfresses,
the Jubilee Years of 1925,1929, and 1933,the encyclicals Quas
primas (Defcll,1925) institauting lthe feast of Christ the KIngf,
Miserentissimus REdemptor (May 8,1928) Caritate Christ (May
3,1932) and Mens Nostra (Dec 20,1929) and a decree concerning
cataechetaical instruction of Jan. 1, 1935.

BEATAIFICATIONS AND CANONIZATIONS_SEDE P 412 (rOVBERT byELLAR-
MINE, pETER Canisius, Albvefta the Great, St. Thomas More, )
WORLD MISSION-In the realization of Lhe purposes of P Benedaict
XV's Maximum 1llud (Nov 30,1919)PIUS xi1 indicataead new paths to
the world mission of 1lthe Chruch by urging RENUCIATION OFL THE
PREVAILING EUROPEANISM BY THE PLANNED TRAINING OF A NATIVE CLERG-
FY AND THE RECOGNITION OF THE INTELLECTUAL CULTURAL INDIVIDUALITY
OF THE PEOPLES TAO BE MISSIONIZESD, BYTHE 1925 MISSIONS EXHIBIT
IN THE VATAICAN (thereaftaer housed in the Lateran as a missions
and ethnological museum, Jand by the encyclcal Rerum Ecclesiae
(Feb 28,1926) Notwithstanding considerable opposition, the Pope
consecrated Lhye FIRST SIX CHINESE BISHOPS IN ST PETER"S Oct.
28,1926, and the FIRST JAPANESE AS BISHOP OF NAGASAKI on Oct
28,1927. Additionalk episcopl consecrxations of native priests
from India, Southeast Asia, and Chjina tojgok pjyjlace in 1933.AT
THE BEGINNING OF PIUS XI’s ONTIFIATF THERE AS NO MISSION DICIO-
CESE UNDEAR NATAIVE DIRECTION, AT THE POPE’S DEATH THERE WERE 40.
In addition a numbaer of nataive pjgriests 1n mission lands rose
from 2,670 to more than 7,000, and lkabout 200 apostolic vicar-
alataes and prefectures were established.TDHE CATAHOLIC POPULAT-
AION IN MISSION COUNTRIES INCREASED FROM 9 MILLION TO 21 MILLION.
mOREOVER, THE APOSTOLIC CONSTITAUTION dEUS SCIENTIARUM dOMINUS
(May 24,1931) officially included missiology among the subjyects
ofl theological study in colleges A faculty of missiology was
established al tahe Gregoriana and an institutein the same field
al the Roman Propgaganda 'College, now housed 1n a new building
on the Janiculum

EASTERN CATHOLIC CHURCHES-(see details,p 413)-Oriental Institute
founded by Benedict YV was promoled .. Encyclical Rerum OJrienta-
lium (Sept 8,1928) called for greater ulnderstanding of Eastern
churches, reviewing the past and planning forl future./In 1929,
work was begun on codification of EASTERN CHURCH LAW, undear tahe
direction of CARDINAL PIETRO GASPARRI. In 1935 SYRIAN RITE PATRI-
ARACH TAPPOUNI WAS ELEVATED TO CARDINALATE.

NON-CATHOLIC CHRISTENDOM-On 1invitation of learaned Belgain Prai-
mate and Cardinal DESIRE MERCIER, conversations on subject of
luinion took pylace between 1921 and 1926, kat first with the
knowledge and toleration, later with express approval ofl the
Holy See and the archbishop of Cantaaerbury. HOWEVER, KTHE HOLY
SEE KTOOK A NEGATAIVE ATTITUDE TOWARAD THE ECUMENICAL MOVEMENT OF
NON-CATHOLIC CHRISTNDOM, WHICXH RAPJIDLY ACQUIRED STRENGTH SPE-
CIALLKY TAHROUGHJ THE SUPPORT ORF LTHE KPROTESTANT ABP. NATHAN
SODERBLOM OF UPPSALA.

ART AND SCIENCE-(p 413)
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CHURCH DIPLOMACY- It was only in the pontificate of PIUS XI tghat
tahe cataastrophic consequences of WWI became clear. In the
states derangead by the aftereffects of war and revlulion, the
Pope srtrove for Church consolidation. HIS PONTIFICATC WAS A NEW
ERA OF CONCORDATS IN PART THE PREPARATORY WORK KEXTFNDED BACK
INTO THF TIME OF BENEDICT XV AIDED BY HIS TWO CARDINAL SECRE-
TARIES OF STATE, PIETRO GASPARRI (ti1ll 1930) and eugenio PACELLI
(1930-1939)PIUS XTI CONCLUDED CONCORDATS WITH FCILLOWING
STATES--LATAVIA (nOV 3,1922), BAVARIA (March 29,1924, POLAND (Feb
10, 1925), RUMANIA(May 10,1927), LITHUANIA (Sept 27,1927),
ITALY(Feb. 11,1929), PRUSSIA (June 14, 1929),BADEN(Oct 12,1932),
AUSTRIA(June 5, 1933), GERMANY(July 20,1933)and YIUGOSLAVIA
(1935, not ratifieln addition he signed agreaaements with Czecho-
slovakia (1926,1928)FRANCE AND PORTUGAL (1928) smf ECUADOR
(1937) WORALD WAR II AND ITS CONSEQUENCES CAUSED MANYU OF LTAHESE
TREATIES TO LAPSE

ROMAN QUESTION-THE MOST SIGNIFICANT JPJOLITCAL EVENTG OFL THE
REIGN Or' JPIUS XI WAS TXAHE SETTLEMENT OFL THE LROMAN QUSTION
WHICH HAD FESTERD SINCE 1870 THIS SWETTLEMENT MEANT RECONCILIA-
TION OF THE PAPACY WAITAH THE ITALIAN STATE, SINCE 1922 UINDER
THE dictatorial leadership of benito mussolini.After 2 1/2 YEARS
OF DIFFICULT NEGOTIATAIONS TAHE LATERAN PACTS SWERAEDA SIGNEAD ON
FEBA 11,1929 TAHEYCOMPRISFD (1) A TRREAATYI ON THE FOUNDING OFL
THE SOVEREIGN STATE OFVATICAN CITY (stato DELLA CITTA’ DEL VATI-
CANO, 44 HECTARES IN AREA) AS A GUARANTEE OF THE FREEDOM AND
INDEPENDENCE OF THE PAPACY IN THE GOVERNANCE OF THE CHURCH, (2) A
CONCORDAT OF THE HOLY SEE WITH THE ITALIAN STATE WIEREBY THE
CATAHOLIC RELIGION WSAS CONFIRMED AS THE STATE RAELILGION IN
ITALY WITH FREEDOM OF PJASTORAL WORAK AND OF LRELIGIOUS INSTRAUC-
TION IN TAIIE SCHOOLS ,AND JWITH KSTATEA RECOGNITION OF CHRISTIAN
MARARIAGF AND RAEALIGIOUS ORDFRS AND JSOCIETAIES,(3) AFINANCIAL
ACRCEMENT AWARADDING TIIE HOLY SFE A LUMP-SUM JPAYMENT OF
1,750,000,000 LIRE AS COMPENATION IFOR DAMAGES SUSTAINED FOR ITALY
THIS PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT MEANT THE IDEAL CONCLULSIOIN OF THE
RISORGIMENTO, FOR TAHF CATHOLICS, ROME WAS MADE SECURAT AS TAHE
CENATER OFL TAHE CATXAHOLIC CHURCH. AFTER THE FALL OF THE MONAR-
CHY (1946)THE LATERAN PACTS WERE INCORPORATAED INTO THE NEW
REPUBLICAN CONSTITUTION OF ITALY

TOTALITARIAN STATES -In the aftermath of WWI and against the
backkground of dictataed peace treaties,powerful upheavals 1in
economic life, and changses 1n social structure that affectaed
all the Christian churches, there grew up 1n extensive parts
ofthe world a completely new form of anational life THE JTOTALI-
TARAIAN STATE.Three principal forms developed RUSSIAN BOLSHEVISM,
OT MARXTIST-COMMUNIST ORIGIN, ITALIAN FACISM, KLAND GERMAN NATION-
Al SOCIALTSM

Betdween the Papacy and the Soviet Union therae was no direct
liasion whatever In 1922 PIUS XI made a vain effort, lkthrough
diplomatic mediation, tao achieve the CESSATAION OF RUSSIAN
PERSECUTION OF CHRISTIANS As attemptL through the Jesuit Michael
d’Herbigny and kjltahe secret consecration of bishops tostrength-
en the Calholic Church in Soviet Russia also miscarried.D’Herbig-
ny was expelled was expelled, and the bvishops were sent topenal
camps lkyTn the eancyclical Divini Redemptoris(March 19,1937)
PIUS XI 1ssued a sharap condemnation of atheistic communism
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Mindful of] kLhe stable jpoawer ofCatholicism the Italian "Duce"
Benito Mussolini sought to avoid conflict with the Church. In the
Lataerna Pact of 1929 he made a satisfactaoryh arrangmcanet waith
the Holy See In 1931 seraloius difficultires in tahe interpreta-
tion of ltahe Italisn concordat were compromised, rtho.ugh Catho-
liec oranizataions were gravely damaged. The Vatican's relations
to JFascist Italy worsened considerably in 1938, when the Nation-
al Socialaist race doctrine was i1ntroduced.

In 1933 IT APPEARFD THAT THE WAY WAS BEING PAVED FOR A SETTLEMENT
WITH TAHE NATIONAL SOCIALIST REGIME OF ADOLF HITLER ON LTHE
STRENGTH OF HIS REPEATED AND SOLEMN ASSURANCES AS REAICH CHANCEL-
LOR, THE GERMAN BITSIOPS BLLII'VED THAT THEY HAD TO MODIFY THEIR
HITHERTO SHARPLY NEGATIVE ATTITUDE AND THAT THEY COULD NOT WITH-
HOLD FROM THE NEW STATE THE COOPERQTRION OF THE CATHOLICS. ON
JULY 20,1933, TAHE IIOLY SEE CONCLUDEFD A CONCORDAT WITII THE HITLER
GOVT TIE TINITIATSAIVE FORL WHICH HAD COME FROM THE GFRMAN REICH
GOVT THE RAPID CONCLUSION OF THE CONCORDAT GAVE HITLER A CONSID-
ERABLE GAIN IN PRESTIGE IN THE FYES OF MISTRUSTFUL FOREIGN STATES
AND PARALYZED TO A LARGE EXTENT A CATHOLIC OQPPOSITION IN GERMANY.
THE HOLY SEF SOUGHT TO BIND THE SUSPECT NEW SYSTEM TO FORMQAL LAW
AND THEREBY TO CAUSE IT TO ADOPT MODERATAION THE GERMAN CONCORDAT
WAS 'THE ATTEMPT TO SAVE TAHE CONCORDATS WITH CERTAIN GERMAN
STATES BY MFANS OF TERRITORTIAL AND SUBSTANTIVE ENLARGEMENTS AS
GERMANY MOVED INTO A QUITE UNCERTAIN FUTURE(pius x11 ON july
19,1947) AFTER ITS BRIEF INITIAL CAMOUFLAGAEA NATIONAL SOCIALISM
SOON SHOWED ITS ATHEISTIC FACF. AGAINST THE GROWING OPPRESSION
SUFFFRED BYTHF CATHOLIC CHURCH IN GERMANY, PIUS XI DIRECTAED
BAETWFFAN 1933 AND 1936, THIRTY FOUR NOTES OF PROTLST TO THE
REICH GOVT MOST OFL THESE WERE UNANSWERED. IN THE ENCYCLICALAR-
DENTI CURA (March 1,1937)WHICH WASWRITTEN WITH THE HELP OF CARAD-
INAL MICHAXEL VON FAULHABAER, ARCHBISHOP OF MUNICII, AND WAS READ
FROM ALL CATHOLIC PULPITS 1IN GERMANY, TGIE JJPOPE JCONDEMNED
KWITH UNUSUDAL LSHARPJNESS KTHE CONSTANT VIOILATAIONS O LAW AND
THE UNCHRISTIAN TEACHINGS LAND JKPRACAATICES OF NATIONAL SOCIAL-
ISM FROM THEN ON THERE BEGAN AN INTENFIFIED PERSECUTION OFTHE
CHURCH IN GEARMANY WHICH WAS MODERATED SOMEWHAT ONLY IN WWII.
FRANCE-The relationship of the Holy See to France was substan-
tially improved under PIUS XI*® In the encyclica MAXIMUM'GRAVISSI-
MAMQUE (Jan 18,1924) a practical accomodation on the vexing
1ssues comsequenrlt on the Law of Separation'(1905) was confirmed.
PIUS XI extended the efforts of B ENEDICT XV TO LFIND A JPLATAH
OF ACCOMODATION wilh the government of the FRENCH THIRD REPUBLIC,
which had been facilitated kby the resumptioon of FRENCH-VATICAN
DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS'in dec 1921 His praimary objective was to
encouragae those elements in the French Church that wished to
work conslruclively within the democratic framewor HL OPPOSED
ALL EXTREMIST POLITICAL STATEMENTS AND CONSISTENTLY APPQOY9OINTED
CONCILIATORY CANDIDATES TO THE EPISCOPACY AND OTHER KEY
POSTS.The climaz to this vigorous policy, properly Lermed the
SECOND RALLIEMENT, CAME WITH THE STRICT CONDEMNATION OF LTHE
NATTONALTSTIC AND MONARACHISTIC ACTION FRANCAISE {letter toj
AXrachbijshop and Cardinal Andrieu of Bordeau., Sept 5, 1926)
which led Lo severe shocks for the JCatholic Church in France.
THE POPE AFTRER LONG EXAMINATION EXCOMMUNICATED THE ADHEAREANTS
OF THIS MOVEMENT AS ATHEISTIC AND NEOPAGAN. THE CONSEQUENCE WAS A
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RELEASE Or' THE PENTUP ENERGIES OF FRENCH CATHOLICS AMD THE DAWN
OF A NEW ERA IN THE FRENCH CHURCH

SPAIN-ulndera the replublican government (after 1931) ANTIJCASTH-
OLIC EXCESSES OCCURRED,INCLUDING WILD ATTACKS ON CHURCHES AND
MONASTXAERIES AGAINST THE HARSH ANTICHURCH SEPRATAION OF CHUARCH
AND STATE DECREED IN 1931 ON THE TI'RENCH MODEL, PIUS X! RAISDD A
JPROJTEST IN THF ENCYCLICAQL DILECTISSIMAZ NOBIS (June 3,1933).
THE CIVIL WAR, BEGUN IN JULY 1936]°'LKED TO FIRGHTFUL ATROCITIES
ON BOTH SIDES AND TXHE MURDER OF MANY BIJSHOPS, PRIESTRS, MEMBERS
OF RELIGIOUS ORDERS, AND CATHOLIC LAYMEN IN PORTUGAL THE SITUA-
TIO N OF TIE CHURACH VISIBLY IMPROVED AND TAHLCRE W\S EVEN A
RAESUMPTION OF ,JDIPLOAMTIC RELATRIONS WITH THE HOLY
SEE.ltltt(t((ll!!itlttt(llllilt!lllll’ltltt!l

mexi1co-DURAING PONTITICATE OF PIUS XI Mexico wilnessed a haraxd
and bloddy gplersectuion ofl the Chruch there as Pres. P> Calles
executed the harash anti-Church pjrovisions of lthe Constitution
of 191,7 In the encyclicalk INIQUIS AFFLICTISQUE (Nov 18,1926)
the Pope described "the Diocletian perscutions"ojfl the chuirach
1n Mexico In severalk)] adcdcresses he repeataee his complainsts
and protests kand censured tahe "CONSPTRAXCY OF SILENCE' 1n the
world gpJylress taowarnd the atrojgcijgties. JAftrer ax temporary
improvement PTUS XI again (1932,1937) strongly protested the
perasecubtion 1n Mexico Only after Lhe 1930s did Laxhe situation
ol Lhe church gradually improve

CHARACTER- A man of simple, sober charactar and stiong integri-
ty, PIUS XI was averse to all ostentation. Quite conscious ofl
Lhe lragility of peace i1n Lhe w1nterwar years, he made every
efforl to strenglhen the will to peace, to encourage internation-
al organizalion, and to contain racialism, and excxessive nation-
alism which he saw as Lhe major threats to peace.DESPITE THE
EXTERNAL MISFORTUNES OF HIS JIPOYNTIFICATAE, PIUS XI APJLPEARS AS
ONE OF LTHE MOST SIGNIFICANT AND MOST ABALE OFL THE POPES OF
MODERN TIMES HE DIED SHORTLY BEFORE THE OUTBREAK OF WW II KAND
WAS INTAERARED IN THE GROTTAO UNDER ST. PETER’s . (SEE
BIBLIO,p 414)

POPE PIUS XII - Pontificate, Mareh 2, 1939 to Oct 9, 1958
-EUGENIO MARIA GIUSEPPE GIOVANNI PACELLI, ROME, MARCH 2, 1876 (82
YEARS), second of four children of FILLIPPO PACELLI, a lawyer,
and Virginia Graziosa

He was educataead i1n Rome, studying pghilsophy at tahe Gregaoraian
Unive, and theology at Sant’' Appollinare (todayh the Latteran
Univ.) Aftear ordination (April 9,1899, 23 years) he studied
JCanon Law and won a doctorarte IN UTROQUE JURE 1902 ENTERING
THE PAPAL SECRETARIAT OF STATE (1901), HE BECAME (1904) THE
CLOSE COLLABORATEOR OF DPIETRO GCASPARRI IN THE GIGANTIC TASK OF
DRAWING UP THE CODE OF CANON LAW HE WAS JPROFESWSOR OF ECCLE-
SIASTAICAL DIPLOMACY (1909-14) AT THE PONTIFICIA ACADEMIA DEI
NOBILI ECCLESIASTICT IIE BECAME ASST SECRETARY OF STATE (1911),
PRO-SECRETARY OF STATE (1912), AND SECRTARAY OF THECONGREGATION
FOR EXTRAORDINARY ECCLEASIASTAICAL AFFAIRS (1914).
NUNCIO-ConsecaraATED taitular archbishop of Sardes by BENEDICT XV
he was at the same time appointed nuncio to BAVARIA representing
the VATICAN IN ITS PEACE EFFORTS WITH GERMANY. HE DEALKT WITH THE
GERAMAN CHANCELLORS VON BVETHMANN-HOLLWEG AND MICHAELIS AND WITH
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KAISER WILLTAM II PIUS XIT REVEALED LKIN LATAXER LKYUIFARS THATA
THE ABSENCLC IN THE GERMAQN REPLY OF ANY ASSURAANCI THAT THE
INETEGRITY AND (NDEPENDENCE OF BELGIUM WOULD BE REESTABLISHED
WERE ENOUGHT TO FRUSTRATAE PAPAL MEDIATION

HE BECAME NUNCIO IN GERMANY JUNE 22, L9920, and DSEAN OFL THE
BDRLIN DIPLOMATAIC CORPS HE SIGNED LTXHE CONCORDATS WITH BAVAR-
ATIA (march 29, 1924) AND PRUSSTIA (JUNE 14,L929)

SECRETARY OF STATE- CREATED CARDINAL (Dec. 16,1929), HE REPLACED
CARDINAL GASPARRI AS SECRETARY OF STATE (Feb 7,1930) AND CONCLUD-
ED THE CONCORDAT WITH BADEN (Oct 12, 1932). Cardinal Pacellil went
as papal legatae to the Eucharistic congress 1n Buenos Alres
(Oct 1934), Lo Lhe ubilee celebration in Lourdes(April 1935), to
Lisieux to dedicate the basilica of St Theresed (July 1937), and
taxo tahe Eucharistic Congress in Budapesi (Mayl1938)

HE TRAVELED (Oct 1936) IN AN UINOFAFICIAL CAPACITY TO LTHE U S

MAINLY TO EXPLFRIENCE AT FIRST HAND ITS CATHOLIC LIFE Coveraing
more than 9,000 miles by land and air he visited 12 ofd the 16
ecclesiastical provinces, met 79 biyshops, and ob seraved Cathol-
1cism at work in educartion as well as in social and chaxritable
endeavors. llew was invited by PLresident JRAojosevelt to) dine
at Hyde Park

CONCORDATA WITH GERMANY-SOON AFTERA TIIE CONCORDQAT (June 5, 1933)
WITH AUSTRIA, WHOSE CHANCELLOR WAS DOLLFUSS, LANOTHCR WAS CON-
CLUDED WITH THE GERMAN REPUBLIC JULY 20,1933.THE HITLKER REGAIME
FIRST PROPOSFD TIT AT EASTER, IT WAS THE GERMAQN GOVJERNMEN THAT
INITIATED THE PROCEEDINGS PREVIOUSLY (March 24) THE CENTER PARTY
AND THE BAVARAIJAN JPEOPLE’S PARTY WHOM GERMAN CATHOLICS LJRIGHT-
LY CONSIDEARED REPRESENTATIVES OF THEIR INTERESTS, KLIIAD AXPJL-
PRAOJVED TAHE ENABLING ACTA THAT GAVE HITLERUNLIMITAED POWAERS.
ALSO TXHE GAEARMAN BISHOPS HAD DECLARXAED UNEQUIVOCALLY (March
28) THAT CATAHOLICS COULD COOPERATE WITH THF NEW STATE DESPLITE
OBVIOUSLY IRRRECONCILABALE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE CATHOLIC
CHURCH AND NATIONAL SOCIALISM. CARDINALK JPLAXCELLI HAD IN NO WAY
INFLUENCES EITHER OF THESE EVENTS, YET HE HAD TO TAKE THEM INTO
CONSIDERATION SINCE THE NEW CONCORDAT AGREEAD TO ALL THE DEAQMNDS
OFL THE JHOILY SFE, KLEVEN TO THE CONTINUATION OF CATAHOLIC
SCHOOLS AND FARLTER CONCORDATS WITH THE GERMAN STATES, ROME WOULD
HAVE PUT ITSELF IN THW WRONG KLAND KJPLACED GXERMAN CATHOLICS IN
DANGAEROUS SITUATION BY REFUSING TO SIGN. JKATA THIS TAIME ALSO
GERMAN CATHOLICS EXPECTED TAHE HOLY SEE JTO INTERCFDEDCE DIN
THEIR BEHALF, BECAUSE GUARANTEES OF THEIR RIGHTS HAD BECOME
QUESTIONABLE SINCE HITLER’S ACCESSION TO POWER(JAN. 30,1933). THE
HOLY SEF COULD FULFILL THESF FXPECTTIONS ONLY BY NEGOTIJATION AND
A TRFATY] WITIl BLERLIN. DURING TIHESE NEGOTIATIONS TGAHF JDISSJJO-
LUTION OF LTHE CENTER JPLJARATY WAS NOT DISCUSSED. CARDINALK
PJACELLI REGRETTED VERY MUCH THIS PARTY"S DISSOLUTION OF ITSELF
(July 5, 1933)DURING THE CCONCORDATGA NEGOTIATIONS BECAUSE FOR
GAOOD REASON HE WANTAED TDO SEEA IT SURAVIVE UNTIL THE SIGNING OF
THE CONCORDAT

LATER NEGOTATIONS BETWEEN PACELLI AND THE HITLER GOVT (1933-39)

ARE CONTAINED IN SOME 60 MEMORANDA, WRITTEN IN PACELLI’S OWN
HAND, WHICH MAKE CLEAR HIS STRUGGLE TO HAVE THE GERMAN GOVT
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OBSERVE THE CONCORDAT THE ENCYCLICAL MIT BRENNENDER SCRGE (March
14, 1937) CLIMAXED THIS CONTROVERSY.

PONTIFICATE-Cardinal Pacelli was elected pope March 2, 1939,and
crowned Marach 12./WwII-for the following months until Sept. 1,
he sought toi prevent war The climax of these efforls was has
diplomatic move (May 3) proposing Lhat existing differences be-
tween Ttaly and France and between Germany and Poland besettlked
peacefully by a conference atteanded byi these four powers and
Egngland Manyconsidered hisyk proposal premature Hitler thought
1t pointless. In ASugust, with war imminent, the Pope kept unin-
terrupted conlact wilh bolLh sides untillk the last moment, hoping
to prevent Lhe catastrophe.His appeal to the world (Aug. 24)
declared "Nothing 1s losl by peacew, everything i1s losi by war."

PIUS XII relayed messaghes (Nov 1939-Feb. 1940) between tahe
JGerman resistance movemnt and the Allies., Theformer wantaed to
know 1f ltahe Ajl,lioes would lbe ready for an armistice and
peace negotiataions 1n the event of a Geramanm gener.l strike,
Pius XII had at that time offered to leave nothing undone to end
the war.As an 1mportant English official observed in 1944, he
went as fara as a pope could possibly have gone In these commu-
nicalions 1t was pyresumed and understood lihat POLAND WOULD
LKGATN ITS FORMER STATUS AND THAT AUSTRIA WOULD LDECIDE ITS OWN
FUTURE, WHETHER OF INDEPENDENCE OR ANNEXATION TO GERMANY.

myhron Taylor was named by President Roosevelt as his personal

envoy to Pius XII (Dec. 25,1939)

THE MEETING BETWEEN PIUS XII AND HITLER'S FOREIGN MINISTER,
JOACHIM VON RIBBENTROP (March 10, 1940)COULD HAVE NO BEARING ON
WAR OR PEACE, SINCE RIBBENTROP REFUSED ANY CONVERSATION OF THIS
TOPIC /POPE’S EFFORTS TO KEEP ITALY OUR OF THE CONILICT KEPT
INCREASINGFROM LATE 1939 AND INCLUDED JPLERSONAL MEEATINGS WITH
KING VICTORE EMMANUEL TiI (Dec21, and 28, 1939) and CORRESPOND-
ENCE WITH MUSSOLINI WITH ITALY'S ENTRANCXE INTO LTAHE WAR (June
10,1940)PIUS XII INTERVENED TO SAVE ROM & HE WANTAED IT DECLARED
AN OPFN CITY, RCCOGNTZED AS SUCH BY THE WARRING NATIONS, AND KEPT
FREF OF TROOPS AND COMMANDOS THIS GOAL WAS REALTZID TN GOOD
JPJART, ALTHOU NOT JPJERFFCTLY AND ONILYT AFTER TAHT GRATAFST
DIFFICULTIES WIFN FRNSTA VON WETZACKER WAS ASKIFD WHO SAVED ROME,
HE RFPLLED, ’'ABOVE ALIL OTHFRS IT WAS THE POPE, WHO MERELY BY
STAYING IN ROMF FORCFD THE OPPOSING ARMIES TO SPARE THTF CITY.’
PTUS XIT LWQS DETERMINED NOT TO LEAVAE ROME SAVE UNDEAR DURESS.
GCONCTRARY TO RUMORS, HE DID NOT LFAVF ROME DURING THE ENTIRE WAR
PAPAT, MFDTATTON-The Allie« declined to negotiated with Haitler
under any circumstances Tt was 1inconceivable {hal Hit<ler would
make any move Lo save the German people This situation blocked
the move Lo any kind of mediation JOFf the two syvsle~m. Nalional
Socialism and Communist Bolshevism, PIUS CONSIDFRED THE LATTER
MORE DANGFROUS BUT HWF NFVFR APPROVFD HTTLFR’S WAR WTTH RUSSIA
NOR DTD HE COSIDER TT A CRUSADE IHF REGRETTTD VERY MUCH THE
UNCONDTTIONAI: SURRTNDIR TFRMS PROMUIGATED AT CASABLAQNCA (1943)
RFCAUSE THEY WOUYID ONLY LFNGTHEN THE HOSTILITIES ON THE OTHER
HAND, BFRI.IW WOULD NOT AGREE TO LET ROME INTERNVENEF FOR THE
( FSSATION OR FVFN LESSSENING OF AERIAL WARFARE BECAUSE IT HOPED
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TO DEVELOP A MORE LETHAL WEAPON THAN THE ENEMY POSSESSCD ITALIAN
FASCISTS WIFRE RESPONSIBLF FOR THE BOMB THAT FELL ON THE VATICAN
(March 1, 1943)

PAPAL CHARITIES-Assistance for needy individuals aned jlkcdoun-
tries was organized by tghe PONTIFICIA COMMISSIONE ASSISTENZA
(PCA) which since 1952 has operated undera tahe lnam,e PONTIFICIA
OPERA DI ASSISTENZA (POA) A1d was exlended without discrimina-
tion to all sufferingf persons during the waar, prisconers of
wara, deportaees, 1nsternees, refugees, the hungry and tahe
homeless, the politlicallv and kracirallky perssecuted Sums were
also expended for l{hejporote tion of buildings, kesplecialklky
churches agnd libraries./ Papal kitchenbs during 1914 served
3,600,000 pyoyrtions of soup monthly , Of tahe raefugfees who
pjoured i1nto Rome throughout the war, kthe PCA helped 32,000 to
return Lo lhetr homes TAhe Pontifical 1nformation scrivice re-
ceived 9,981,000 inquiries about missing Jgpersons and 1n turn
sent 11,293,511 1ingauirales of i1ts own Many of tahese appjyeals
were hbandled lkundeara unusual caircumstances (SEE ROBERT EXEL
MS )

HELP TO JEWS- JEWS RECEIVED EXTENSIVE AID / FROM THE VERY START
OF HIS POONTIFRICATAE, PIJUIS XITI CONTINUED PLIUS XI’'S PROGRAM OF
ATD TO JEWS, ESPECIALLY TO GERMAN JEWS JEWISH RAEFUGEES RECEIVED
FINACIAL AID, AND PIUS CONTRIBUTED HIS TOTAL PRIVATE FUNDS TO
THEM IN CASES OF EXTRAORADINARY URAGENCY. AFTER THE GERMAN OCCU-
PATION OF ROME (Sept 1943), THE JPJOPE REWSPONDED TO JFWISH PLEAS
BY OFFERING THEM 15 KILOS OF LJGODL IN THE EVENTG THAT THEY WERE
UNABLF TO RAISE THF 50 KILKOS DEMANDED OF LTAHEM, KBUKT IN THIS
CASE HIS JHJFLP PROVED UNNECCESSARY CLOISTER REGULATIONS JIN
RELIGIOTUS HOUSES ERE LIFTED TO SUJPPLYH REFUGE TO 4,447 JEWS,
EXCLUSIVE OF THE LARGE NUMBER IN THE LATERAN AND VATICAN ALONG
WITH NON-JFWS A SPLECIAL AGENCY OF THF JJPOONTIFICAL INFORMATION
SERVICF SEARCIIED FOR JEWS, ESPECIALLY IN GERMANY AND HANDLED
37,000 CASES CLOSE COOPERATION EXISTED BETWEEN THE PONTIFICAL
ST. JRAPHAEL SOCIETY AND THE JEWISH DELASEM TO HELP JEWS ESCAPE
OVERSEAS (SEF FXEL).PIUS XII'S FINANCIAL AID TO JEWS FAR EXCEEDED
$4 MILLION THE CATHOLIC REFUGEE COMMITTEE IN THE U.S SUPPLIED
THE POPE WITH PLENTIFUL FINANCIAL MEANS

IN HIS APPEALS FOR THE HUMANIZING OF WAR AND ABOLISHING ITS
BRUTALITIES AND ATROCITIES, PIUS XII TWICE CONDEMNED UNEQUICOB-
VALLY THE EXZTERMINATION OF JWS, IN HIS CHRISTMAS MESSAGE (DRecf.
24,1942) AND IN HIS SPEECH TO THE COLLEGE OF CARDINALS {(JUNE
2,1943)>. ONE REASON FOR A CERTAIN CAUTION ON THE POPE’S PART WAS
THE BELIEF, WHICH PROVED ILL-FOUNDED THATA A CLAS OF EUROPEAN
JEWS, FOR EXAMPLE LTHOSE IN THERESIENSTADT, WOULD MERELY BE
RESTARICTED TO THFIRA GHETTOES, BUT NOT EXTERRMINATED. HE DID NOT
WANT TO ENDANGER THESE PEOPLE. ALL QUALIFIED JUDGES, EVEN THOSE
LESS FAVORABLY DISPOSED TO THE POPE, DENY THAT ANY FURTHER FORMAL

PAPAL MOVE LWOULD LHAVE DETERRED HITLER FROM ANNIHILATING THE
JEWS,

VATICAN EXCAVATIONS -under St Peter’'s bvasilica, MSGR LUDWIG
KAAS (see German central party) and aarcheologists (named) waere
in charge . +Among immportant discoveries fized with certainty
LOCATION OF ORIGINAL GRAVE OF APOSTLE OF ST. PETER ( SEE VATI-
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PIUS XII AS TEACHER- 1n volume and scope teachings of P.XII
svrpassed those of any of his predecessors His oral allocutions
alonenumbered nearly 1,000. He spoke 36 times to Catholics from
the U>S and on 5 occasions asked hjelp forl hungry children from
Catholic students of the US.Fuindamental theme of hnis princaipal
speecheswas kthe CONFRONTATION OF CONTEMPORARY CIVILIZATION AND
CULTURE WITH THE CATHOLIC OUTLOOK ON LIFE HE DEFENDEAD CATHOLIC
SCHOOLS STRONGLY BECAUSE EXPERIENCXE HAD EVERYWHERE PJROVED THE
PLURALISTIC SCHOOL SERIOUSLUY DISADVANTAAGEQUS FOR CATHOLICS.
TOPICS common to the nedicalk jjprofession and CAtholic mofral
ltheolkogy received Lhorough treatment.Although dininclined to
lbe HYPERSPIRITUAL he opposed the erronecus opinion that POLI-
TTICS HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH RELIGION HE HELD IT A MORAL OBLIGA-
TION AND A SFRIOIUS ONE UNDER CERTAIN CONDITIONS TO EXI'RCISE THE
RIGHT TO VOTE
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VATICAN, JEWS, AND ISRAEL -MYTHS AND REALITIES
19th CENTURY

1903 - death of P Leo XIII (ARADI, p 69)

Leo’s sect of slale, Caradinal Rampolla, was expectaed |o succeed
him, aCARDINAL PUSZYNA, aarxchbishop of Cracow (then Austria)
intervened "Venerable brethren, Lord Cardinals ofl Lahe Holy
RJoman Church," said he had beean instructed bvy his august
sovereign, lHis Imperaial Majestry, Francis Joseph, the Emperaora
of Austaraia and King of Hungary, that a 1f Cardinal Ranpolla
received tahe numkvbera of votes necesaryi tao elect him, the
King Emperor waould "EXERCISE HIS POWFR OF VETO."

This right of exclusion (velo) acxtually existed and was occa-
sionally ewseracized by Cataholic powers but the custom has been
disconlainued long since

Caradinal Rampolla pyrotested against Austrian interfereance but
Caradinalk Puszyna was firm Cognclave could not and did not
elect Rampolla In his slLread, 1t elected GIUSEPPE SARTO, Patrai-
arach of Venice (bought round-irip ticketa aat railwayu station)
ST PIUS X One of his firsta acts was to abolish all-but-
forgoilen veto right

KConclave wilness wrote (p 70) Bishop MERRAY DEL VAL TALKED
TOL PLUSZYINA as gprobablyi no cardinalk had ever beflfore been
spJoken to i1n the Vatican, even lkthe Bjogrgjygra rooms had never
echoed to such languagae "

1881-THEODOR HERZL (1 1EWISOHN, P. 29)- READ Eugen

Duhring, troubled by "scientific racialism-" Jews were uindera-
mining and corrupting cultures and states of Aryans (see A Beaxin,
also Israel Bloch, Israel Among the Nations)OA Bein, p 36,H
erz]l read Djuhring’s book "The Jewish Problem as a Problem of
Race, Morals, and Culture"- Jewish race was withoul any worth
whatsoever. Since Jewws could not be settled i1n stale ofthear
own, thevy had to be dealt with on basis of special enactments.
p.36) compleiLe reversal of emancipations, return to lthe ghetto
Blow belween the eyes for Herzl

p.38) Duhring had merely presentaed the lengend of the middle
agaes 1n moderan dress. "The sacraifaical Christian child became
sacrificed Xan capigtal Jewish pjyoirsioning of wells, 1n moderan
talk about 1DJudaization of press which poisons tahe s=ources of
public opnion." Sjyince religion pjlayued nor role in moldern
conflicts, field lshifted to racial. Mdodern gasoline poured on
medieval stakes.

P. 39) llerzl deeapyly moved and shahen i1n belief trhal Jewish
question was on poinl of disappearing

READINGF OT DUNRING'S WORK BEGINNING OF DELP PROCESS OF CHAN-

GE,experiencea remained with him rest of his life, lHerzl saaid
Jaler Lhal hi« seritous and Lioubled preoccupilion willh Jewish
problem dated (fr1om that point Vel of 2llnssion bad Loesn vioent -

1 L]



p 44) 1884, May-DHerZl graduated Dr of Laws, waent Lo Par.s,
July 30, 1881 admitated tao bar in Vienna

p 73) 1892 March - Paris correspondenl, Wiener Neue Fre:e Presse

1894-DREYFUS AFTAIR(Bury p. 73)-Catholic monarchists moial stand-
ing brought low,fresh tide of anli-clericalismin France (see
1871), also see Herzl, A Bein)

L LEWISOHN,HLCRZL, A Portrit For This Age, p.20- resurgence of
Judeophobi1a broke i1ahe untenable compacts of emancipatuaion. Thais
prhenomenon was charactazerized by Herzlalone as a fragmenta of
medievalism dragged into the Age of IEnlightenment ("Ein vers-
chlepptes stfuck mittelalter"}

p- 92,Bein-November1892 PANAMA SOCIETYTRIAL- Max. Nordau, "thas
blood libel of a Jewish Panama”" prepared France for grand climax
ofDreyfus case (p 93)

1894, NDov 8 - HDerzl wrote iLhe New Ghetito .30)
(A.Bein, Herzl) 1881, March

VON SCHOENLRER, Pan-German anili-Semite, member of Reichstag,
addresed 1L, won greal following among sons of small bourgeois.ie

Herzl jJoined Albia, student fraternity duelling org.

1882-VIENNA, Pan-German Anti-Semitiec org (A Bein,p 40) founded ain
Vienna, Der Verein deutscher studenien in Wien,

1883~-March 5 - arranged memorial demonstxrtion lor Richard Wag-
ner, llerman Bahr ofAlbia spokhke with approval of "Wagnearaian
anti1-Semitism", called self convert to Pan-Geraman anati-S move-

menta, enthusiastically received

1890 (J Parkes, Anti-S, p.34) Austrian Anti-Sparty was formed
led by nationalist GEORAGE VON SCHOENERER, pan Germanism, togeh-
trearwaith XanSocialist (Catholic Conservative elements). Partay
leaders were PLRAINCE LOIS VON LIECNTAENSTEIN AND DR. KARL LUE-
GER.L895 -on eve of elections SECURED PAPAL BENEDUCTIONS ON ITS
POLICY AND NEWSPA[PERS (to indignation of moderatae RCs), Anti-S
parety won2/3 of Vjienna muncipal council seats, LUIEGER BECAME
VICNNA BURGOMEISTER FOR 14 YEARS Hitler trook Luliegera serious-
ly

p 57) H on Jewish ghetto in Rome "With what base and persaist

ent hatred Lhese unfortunates have been perseculed for the sole
crime of fairthfulnes to their religion "

1884- BISMARCK (Bury, p.44) - 1in the Reichstag

said to German Catholic Centre party "You are fighting, you say,
for Lhe (reedom of the Church' What do you mean by freedom of the
Church' YOU RFALLY MEAN THE RULE OF THE CHURCH. As SOON AS YOUR
RULE ENDANGERED, YOU _TALK OF A DIOCLETIAN PERSECUTION, slavery,
and oppression, RULING IS BORN 1IN HOUR BONES CROM OLD

TRADITIONS ' 1898 (see 1870 GERMANY) Bury, p 178 - Bismarck's
anti1i-RCC policies changed ed

1890- OTTO VON BISMARCK{Adenauer book, Terarence Prittaie,
P 22)B’s diplomacy based on understanding that Germany sitting in
middle of Europe, alays needed strongf and steady allies, 1863
convnetion with Russia, safeguarded Prussia’s earlier frontier,
divided Austria from France byi stimulating rivcalry i1n jltaly.
kept France and England ajypart by palying on Engliand’s suspicion
of French designs 1mBelzium Whenever he w=>al to a1y, b- osnsuraed



principal powers were neutral
1888- GERMANY -Cmp William I died at 90
Frederaich III succeeded, reaigned 99 days, died of thruvat cancer

1885-FRENCH ANTI-EMITISM (Herzl, A Bein, p. 80) revival of
ancient instinct i1n new forms and with new ratIONALIZATIONS, 1t
was tLahe parallel plhenonmenon to German anli-Semiiism which
began Lo surge up in 70s and was baplized with thal new name 1in
1879 French anti-Swas based al least ostensibly on German
books, though Lhese i1n turn had taken as taheir point of depar-
ture THE RACE THEORIES OF THE FRENCHMAN GOBINEAU

COBINEAU WAS LIKEWISE THE INSPIRATION OF EDOUARAD DRUMONT WHOSE
LA FRANCE JUIVF APPEARAED IN 1885 and 1n the course of one year
ran Lhrough 100 ediLions, one of tLhe greataest bool selling
successes of ltLhe 1800s Drumont's book goes much further than
his predecsessor’s, il provides Lhe foundartiuon for « definite
raounded-oul system of anti=Semilism sees all hislory urder the
aspecl of anLi-8 81) Jews possess no real fatherland, <ubject to
no real bonds, a stale within a state, a nation within a nation,
Lheir emancipalion was to be wiLhdrawn.

July 15,1892-Burdeau-Drumont trial - "A bas les Juifs'"

1892, June 243 - duel anti-Semilic dMarquisa de Mores & Freanch
Prof Mayer

1893-98-GECRGE SORFL, ezpositor of Marx (Lichtheim, p 328),
1900-exponenl of SYNDICALISM (workers contrel) found Pelloutier,
1905-nationalista and anti-semitic color to his uiterances,
reaverlaing to PROUDHON, GS absorabed in Henri Bergson’s philso-
phy

1905-SEPARATION OF CIIURCH AND STXATRAE IN FRANCE WAS CATAACLYSM,
mystaical side of Fraench patriotism

1914-o01ned alliance wiath Charales MAURRAS AND ACTION T'RANCAISE,
a Coynservataivce royalisat for whoim Catholicism was a necessary
fiction, not literally true, but vitral for lthe conti8nued
existence of Latin cavilization and therefore badto be def

nded agaainst Jews, Protlestants, and foreaigners.

RESPONSTBLE FOR LTRIUMPLH OI' FACISM IN ITALYI AND FRAnceIN 1930s
and 1940s

1908-14-CIRCLE PROUDHON-fusion of PROUDHON’S views and nataional-
1sm, hated liberal democracy

NATIONALISM - (Politics and Culture 1n Intl History, Adda B
Bozeman,pp 438)

The nations that had commingled i1n Lhe medieval societies of
Byzantium, Western Christendom, and Islam shared a rather solad
substratum, of affinities when they orgnizeed themselves as
MULTINATIONAL THEOCRACIES. However, the three commonwealths had

deduced different values fromilheir jJoint inherilance, and three
totally different polaitical svstems had emearged within the

contonrs of broadly similar <tructures Thesce sisiems v 1e put Lo



Lthat time 1t was realized throughout the Mediterrane.«n region
that THEOCRATIC DESIGNS WERE OUTDATED, SINCE HUMAN INTCRESTS WERE
SHIFTING TO SECULAR CONCERNS, AND THAT MULTINATIOONAL SOCIETIES
were unable to maintain themselves as effective i1ntecnational
govtrs, since the loyalties of people were being attisacted to
local or national centers of power

P.439) The medieval Muslim authorities had succeeded i1n creating
what Oswald Spengler had called a MAGICAL COMMUNITY OF NATIONS
but they had failed to suggest a political framework wilthin which
believers, let alone unbelievers, could find political security
1n their domestic and foreign relalions.

Over mosl of the area that had been comprised in the medieval
theocracies of the Bvyzantines and Muslims, the OTTOMAN TURKS
exercised control from the middle of the 15th to end of 19th
century (1450-1800s) And their administrative system, strongly
impregnataed by PERSTIAN and BYZANTINE principles of statecraft,
was elfeclive 1n providing a long period of relative Lranguilaty
after Lthe Lurmoir]l asocialed with preceding regimes Howevewr, the
new Asian governors failed to break the bondange in which Islamic
traditions had held the thoughts of the faithful

throughout Lhe preceding cenluries HOSTILITY TO INTILLECTUAL
INITIATIVF AND SOCIAL CHANGE THUS CONTINUED TO CHARACTERIZE LIFE
IN THE ASIAN PROVINCES (as H.A R Gibb observes

" a stationery or retrograde civilization, and herein lay 1its
essential weaknness...

p 441) The medieval RC realm from which modern Westearn Europe
1ssued had also been conceived as a MULTINATIONAL THEOCRACY, and
the Western Europeans had been haunted by the same double 1image
of a unified and powerful realm that had controlled the evolution
of the two rival Mediteranean societies. /challenged from 1its
inception by a great variety of secular interests and traditions
as well as by constantly operative, speculative and corrective
thought (unlike Byzntium and Islam)

p-442)the Holy Roman Empire of tahe German Nation poossessed
sovereignly over Germany,IlItaly, the Low countries, and the Two
Burgundies, 1t exercized suzerainty over Bohemia, Poland,and
Hungary, 1t claimed a theoretical lordship over TFrance, England,
Spain, Denmnark,and Scandinavia But Lhe actual territorial out-
lines of the Empire were always hazy at best,for sovereignty,
suizerainty, and lordship were fluid concedpts, changeing their
meanings f{rom one administration to the next . The coniinuity of
the 1mperial govt was not assured by firmly established institu-
tions, that the imperial representative did not possess the
prerogatives asociated by other intl govts with the office of a
supreme executive, and that the material power of the Empire was
seldom superior to that of less evalted and nominally subordiant-
ed Weslern European sovereignties such as thekingdoms ofFranxce
and England. Formless, powerless, 1ts substance 1ndefinable and
1ts nomenclature meaningless - for what really could be attached
to the words 1"Holy," "Roman" "empire" and "German"? - the Holy
Roman Empire definitely lacked the atlribules commonly found ain
an '‘nternaitronal admonislraLion T1T i« rol ~miprivine !'hepr Lhat



mere figment ofl Lhe medieval imagination.

442) The LCuropan commonweallh may have been an artifice even 1n
medieval 1erms but 1t was real neverilheless For lines sepraling
reality from myth were not drawn as harshly then as Lhey are
today Visions and dreams were part of everyday life, and men
responded to them as 1f Lhey were true Impressed above 1ll by the
logic of a conceplual design, contemproraries were apl to over-
look the weaknesses of the actual institutions that had been set
up to realize Lhe design PEACE AND UNITY WERE THE CONTROLLING
POLITICAL MYTHS IN MEDIFVAL FUROPE THEY WERE accepted as the
supreme normas by which life ought to be governed, however great
the turmoil in actual inter-Furopean affairs The Empirc was real
because 1L symbolized Lhese values Since 1L stood for peace, 1ts
imperial agent was 1egarded as the peacemaker, expounder of
Justice, and chief legislator, even though he lacked the power to
uphold peace and law. AND SINCE IT HAD BEEN CONCEIVED AS A CON-
TINUATION OT ROME’'S UNIFIED COSMPOLITAN SOCIETY, THE EMPEROR WAS
VIEWED AS A 'ROMAN®' AND TIIEREFORE AS AN IMPARTIAL INTLRNATIONAL
EXECUTIVE, EVEN THOUGH HIS OFFICE WAS FOR PRACTICAL PURPOSES
COEQUAL WITH THE GERMAN TIIRONE

444 )The Europeans began to think of unity in nonterritorial terms
since the Empire did not have fixed terraitorial frontiers. Havaing
to dispense witah the notion of geographic contiguity as a prere-
quisitse of union, ltsheydeveloped, instead, intangible criteria
Lo unile heterogenous polilical organisms And being unable to
rally around a central seat of Lransnational power, they proceed-
ed to formulate principles of voluntary association and cooopera-
tion. In other words, they solved lthe medieval paradox of myth
and reality as 1t appeared in European politics by evolving a
LoLally new order ol political references.(RC, Roman law, p.414)
The conclusion that law was Lhe most effective carrier of politi-
cal values received furither emphasis from the experience, also
recorded in the Roman and Christian traditions, that law had been
a tested arbiler between conflicting interests

A normative legal orxder thus appealed to all who felt the need
for peace and security and the lack of an integral system of
secular govli , capable of enforcing compliance with centrally
estaBLISHED PRINCIPLES OF CONDUCT A plurality of legal systems,
each designed to guarantee the 1inetegrity of a special group or
regfion, was tLlhus brought into being as like-minded people ral-
lied in cities, provinces, and states, or in guilds, universitas
and other voluntary associations TDHE HOLY RSOMAN EMPIRE, ITSELF
DEFUNCT AS A COLLECTIVE SECURITY ORGANIZATION, BECAME A MAZE OF
CONFLICTING JURISDICTIONS DURING THE FIRST PHASE OF THIS DEVELOP-
MENT .

movements toward legal concurrence had the gradual effect of
lessening the divisions and furthering the cause of Western
European concord Feudal courts accept each other’s decisions as
gxenerally valid stalements of the law in point. maritime law
became the model for many seafaring communities, constitution of
an established university was emulated freely by new insaititions
of learning, and a municaipal franchise or a set of provincaial
customs commerded 11eelf Tfrequently becavee of 11ls excellence Lo



[97]

These voluntry and involuntary movemenls toward the EUROPEANIZA-
TION OF DISPARATE LEGAL CUSTOMS WERE QUICKENED UNDER THE INFLU-
ENCE OF THREE NORMATIVE LAW SYSTEMS THAT WERE TRANSNATIONAL AND
TRANSTERRITORIAL IN THEIR VERY INCEPTION - THE CANON LAW, THE LAW
MERCHANT, AND THE ROMAN LAW. THE LATTER IN PARTICULAR HAD A
CONTINUOUSLY PERVASTIVE EFFECT AFTER THE 12TH CENT (1100) WHEN THE
JURISTS IN THE LAW SCHOOLS OF BOLOGNA AND RAVENNA HAD ASSIMILAT-
AED AND REFORMULATAED THE SECULAR PRINCIPLES OF JURITSPRUDENCE
FOUND IN THE DIGEST OF JUSTINIAN AND OTHER ANCIENT LEGAL TEXTS.
As feudal and ecclesiastical i1nfluences decayed, 1t spread north-
warxd rapidly, penetrating the entire commonwealtah until ats
supremacy was acknowledgfaed openly by secular practitioners and
judges who had been trained in the law faculties of the universi-
Lies and proceeded, as a matter ofcourse, TO ROMANIZE THE SUB-
STANCE OF THE LOCAL LAW THAT THEY WERE SUPPOSED TO ADMINIS-
TER.After tahe esiablisment of the Reichskammergericht in 1495
the Roman law entered the highest

imperial court of Justice and by Lhe firsitL half of the 1500s 1t
had baecome decisive 1n Lhe praclice of the courts.

"With much les noise but more effect than kthan the Hely Ropman
Empire, Roman law in Lhe Middle Ages f{illed the part of an INTER-
NATIONAL UNIFYING AGENT, APPEALING TO AND ENSURING A WILING
ACCEPTANCE OF THE SAME IDEAS OF EQUITY AND SOCIAL JUSTICE, OF
DISCIPLINE, AND ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER"(Edouard Meynial, "Roman
Law" i1n Crump and Jacob, p. 387) In thais context, then, 1t could
be said that Roman law stood 1n the place of what was later
called i1nLearnational lawa, for 1t was generally asumed by GTer-
man lawyers that the relations of tahe commonwealth, whether
inside or outside the Empire, ought to be regulataed by the pure
law of Rome, wheter they were actually suscepltible to such
regulations or not. And thee developments in the field of secular
Juraisprudence wer paralleled by the findings of generations
ecclesiastical lawyers

446)Before actual establ of modern state system, Europeans had
become convinced 1t was necessary and possible to institute
peace and unity in local and inter-European affairs, goals best
attainedd by the creation of normative principles of indivadual
conduct , and these normative principles , susceptible to obgec-
tive definition in each phase of their evolution, could be
channelled i1nto the life stream of nations by propasgating theair
meanings through appropriale forms of legal syumbolaism.

By the time Western Europe had become intellctually and politi-
cally dominant in world affairs, these conclusions accumulataed
slowly 1n the course of Western European history, had hardened
into the firm asumption that POWER SHOULD NOT BE CONDONED UNLESS
ITS USE WAS LAWFUL AND RIGHT,THAT PEACE AND UNITY WERE NOT AC-
CEPTABLE UNLESS THEY WERE ANCHORED IN A JUST AND LOGICAL CONSI-
TUTIONAL ORDER, THERE WERE LEGAL CONCEPTS FOR WHICH UNIVERSALK
VALIDITY COULD BE CLAIMED, IT WAS POSSIBLE, BY THE EMPLOYMENT OF
LEGAL PROCEDURES TO CREATE EXTRATERRITORIAL CONCERTS IN BEHALF OF
COLLECTIVE SECURITY AND INTERNATIONAL PEACE Endeavors Lo execute
the mandates 1mplicit 1n these rcferencines were fraught with
ambiguities, but Lhey produnced a concensus lo the effect that
TAW, RTGHTIY UNDTRSTNOOD WAS THT OALY PROPHIR AND Ry T TAT'™ MOASIT



LEVEL, AND THAT THLC 1NDIVIDUAL WAS THF CHIEF SUBJECT Or' THE LAW'S
CONCERN

These pivotal values survived tahe disinlegration of Lh- medieval
commonweallh and could acomodate new and different truiths be-
cause they had become i1ndependent of partlicular political frame-
work within which they had orignataed. Objeclively defined in a
variely of legal systems and consitutional forams of =2ovt, they
had become exiraterr:torial,as i1t were. And deeply imbedded 1in
the minds of successive generalions, they had generatead a par-
ticular disposlition to question all appearances, whether in the
realm of 1mage or reality,to i1dentify the universals in any field
of human experience, and Lo ewspress conclusions i1n abstiract legal
Lterms This fTund of accumulated tradilions and apltitudes sus-
tained the momentum of Europe’s aintellectual ascendancy in inter-
cultural relations It also generataed Lhe powers of political
renewval and regeneration thal enabled Weslern nations to evolve

new sets of polilical references down to the local and i1ntl lev-
els

THE MODERN STATE (p. 447) - An attemplL to mark the beginning of
the mdern state 1s as arbitrary as an attempt to date Lhe begin-
ning of the modern era .. IT IS POSSIBLE TO FIND THE DRBEGINNINGS
OF THE MODERN STATE IN THE DECAYING FRAMEWORK OF THE MEDIEVAL
EUROPEAN COMMONWEALTH, AND TO SUGGEST, IN PARTICULAR, THAT THE
FORMAL ATTRIBUTES AND OPERATIVE IDEALS COMMONLY ASSOCIATED TODAY
WITH THE NATION-STATE WERE ESTABLISHED GRADUALLY, BETWEEN THE
1200 (13Lh cent) and 1900 (20Lh cent) DBY TIEF NATIONS OF WESTERN
EUROPE,NOTABLY ENGLAND AND FRANCE IHOWEVER, THE STORY OF THIS
ARCHETYPAL ORGANIZATION WHICH HAS BECOME TAHE PIVOTAL POLITICAL
REFERANCE FOR ALL PEOPLES IN THE WORLD, HAS A PROLOGUL THAT WAS
COMPOSED 1N THE WESTLCRN MEDIETERANAN BCETWEEN 1100 and 1200 1IN
RESPONSE TO SUGXGESTIVEF INFLUENCES EMANATING NOT ONLY FROM THE
OCCIDENTAL, BUT ALSO LFROM DIFFERENT OJRIENTAL CIVILIZATIONS

FORL THE OUTLINES OF LTHE SOVEREIGN SECULAR LAW STATAE WERE DRAWN
BY EUROPEAN DYNASTIES IN SOUTHERN ITALY, WHJEN THIS SMALL AREA
WAS A UNIVERSE OF CULTURES AND THE PRINCIPLES THAT WERE TO YIELD
THE MODEAARN DIPLOMATIC METHOD WERE FORMUALTAED FIRST BY THE
VENETIANS AFTER THEY HAD ABSORBED THE LESSONS THAT BYZANTIUM HAD
TAUGHT THEM (also Spain, Franco’s 20th cent dictatorship custom-
arily reviewed as a mere variety of European fascism, 1n actuali-
ty many ofl the hallmarks were typical of an Islamic caliphate.)

p. 448)- Sicily, Apulia, and Calabria had been the crossroads of
all Medait cultures since the dawn of history when the NORMANS
aarraived on the scene 1n 1060 AD, intent upon consolidating this
multinational region as a base for further congquests in Afraica
and Lhe eastern Medit As conquwrors the Normans were as 1nsatia-
bale 1n their desire for power as their Muslim and Byzantine
predecessors,BUT AS POLITICAL ORGANIZFRS THEY REVEALED TALENTGS
AND SKILLS THAT NO PRFVIOUS DYNASTY IN THE AREA HAD POSESSED.
WIDELY TRAVELED, AT HOME IN MANY PARTS OFF EASTERN AND WESTLERN
EUROPE, AND ASTUTE IN RECOGNIZING REGIONAL REALITIES IN THEIR
FULL COMPLEXITY, THEY WERE ABLE IN THE COURSE OF A FEW DECADES,
TOWELD THF TORMLR PROVINCFS OF BYZANTINE, ISLAMIC AND ITALTAN
RUI'FRS INTO A POLITICAL €OCTITY THAT TAD MOST O TR ¢ *ONCTIRTS-



SECULAR IN ITS ORIFNTATION AND INDEPENDANT OF THE GREAT THEOCRA-
CIES OF THL DAY, THE NORMAN FSTABLISIHECMENT WAS ALSC TUDIOUSLY
COSMOPOLITAN IN THF CONDUCT OF DOMFSTIC AND FORLCIGN AF-
FAIRS.Political institutions that had proved their wor!h in the
history of other civilizations and seemed adaptabale to the
Norman scheme were borrowed and integrated freely, local customs,
languagaesa, and religiouns Lhal did nolL i1nhibitL the e.ercise of
central power were respected, and men known to be competent and
knowledgeable were emploued regardless ofl Lheir religious or
eLhnic affi1liation

448 )Fusion of cultures fostered deliberately in the 1interests of
the state. Rojyal power anchored i1n the Norman ideas ofkingshaip,
buitl the syuimbols denotinga tahe laulthrity and fucntions of the
soverelgn, were taken from all civiulizations to which the Medat
peoples had been attuned i1n the past King appearaed 1i1n a royal
robe kthat inteafrataead in i1ts design Byznatine, Westaearn, and
Muslim motifs of leadership, and lkjhe was atataended by two
bodyguards, one composed of Luropean knights, the other of Afra-
can Negroes (blacks) French remained lthe language of1l the
courli, but Greek, Latin, and Arabic were used freely 1in oral and
writlen communications Norman laws, amplified by borrowings from
various legal <yslems, espl the Byzantine, were binding on Arabs,
Greeks, and Lombards, bul Lhey were applied "wilhoul praegudice
to Lhe habails, cuslLoms, and laaws ofl tLhe peoples subject to
our aluhority, each 1n 1ts own sphere..." A CURIA REGIS OF COUN-
CILLORS was the principal advisory body, but Saracen emirs and
Byzaniine logothetes wojrked side by side wilh Norman justiciars,
while local subordinaales, representing the various ethnaic
Jgroups, were JJplermitted to retain Lheir o0i1ld Greek, Lombarad,
and Arab tLilles tn administration merger of cavilaizations was
complete, scholars today not certain whether so fundameantal a
depgartrment of the Sicilian slate as financea was modelled upon
the diwan of the capiphs, the fiscus ofl kthe Roman emperors, orl
tahe e xchequer of the Anglo-Norman kings.

The profile of the centralized secular, multinational state that
the Normans had delineataaed so boldly became even more distainct
when southern Italy was administearaead by Freaderaick II of
Hohenstauffen, heir of lthe Norman kings through his mother.
experimental approach to knowledge and intrnatrional politics,
unsuccessful 1n attaempts to reaogranize holy Roman Empire,
transfearred his atteantion to this royal patrimonyd as a politi-
cally effective and progressive society.

Sigciliy-Apulaia workshoip for testinga newe administratsaive
principles and policies, projecated clearly pgersonalily of aits
Jroyal govaernor. Fredearaick lovead wealth and pjowera, khingdom
was to become a thriving, indepenedent Jpjolaitical community
which would take dictation from no authority except 1ts sover-
ergn. IN IMPERIAL VISIOIN THIS STATEA WAS TO BE AN END IN ITSELF.
Frederick sought to encompass wisdom of all ages and cultures,
Sicily was Lo become center of all learning Just as Frederick's
mind had baeen moulded bvy i1nfluences from classical and Chrais-
tran, Roman and BVyzanline, Islamic and Indian sourcx3es, sowas
lkgovet of hie slatea gfto be shaped 1o perafection by methodsd
th't had jpronvead therry -upsrrorr ! in manh'nd’s (ollectaved



nites 1n Sicily, ancienl Orienal empires, Roman and O3yazntine
principataes, Muslim caliphataes, and Catholic papacy were thus
explored assiduously byt a cosmpolitan elite ofl scholurs Jjuain-
deara Frederick’swa direction until they yeielded Lhie 1deas,
symbols and institutions lbest suited to buttress Lhe imperial
conception of a secular despotism i1ronies new sedcular stratqge
incoporated manv consiliional aspects of Byzantine theocracy
kwhich had baeen the i1mplacable enemy of tahe Normans, and of
LtheRoman chiurch whose representataives opposed Fredearick II wath
relentless enmily Lhroughout his life.

Indeed, the systems of reference that these two ecclesiastical
estalishmenls had evolved 1n ordaer to caplutre and reain tahe
loyalties of their multinational [locks provided, par idoxically
the protectLive [ramework within which ambitious policies of

secularization were being carried out 1n southern Italy
The ultimate aim of Fredearick's policaes
was the same as thal whiuch the Norrmans had pjlursued, namely,
the MAINTENCE or UNLIMITED SOVIFREIGNTY.

ALTHOUGH THE EMPEROR TFOUND IT POLITICALLYI ADVISABLE O GOVERN
STCILY AS A NOMINALLLY CHRISTIAN STATE, HE HELD TO THE THEORY
THAT THE KINGDOM WASW THE POLITICAL EQUYAL EVEN OF LKTHLC CATAHOL-
IC CHURACH AND LJTHAT ITS INTERESTS SHOULD BE REFLECTED IN ITS
LAWS., THIS COMMITM,ENT TO LAW AS TAHE JPRAINCIPLA GUARDIAN OF
SOVEREIGNTY REVEALS LTAHE IMPACT THAT WESTLERN EUROPEAN,LESPCLCIALLY
ROMAN, TRADITIONS HAD UPON THE EMPEROR’S THINKING .. purposes of
the law and administrative methods were borrowed from EAst,
unmindful of LIBERTIES OF CITIZENS AS WAS THEIR IMPERIAL
SPONSOR, tHEY ACCOMPLISHED THE SINGLE PURPOSE FOR WHICH ,THEY HAD
BEEN DRAFTED, THE ESTABLISHEMTN OF SOUTHERNB ITALY AS A SECULAR,
IMPERIAL LAW STATE. / ExperimenlL 1n statea-making 1n which tahe
Normans and the HOHENSTAUFFENS engaged reflected the Medieval
spirit 1n 1ts reliance upon Lheocratic principles as well as ain
1ts evocation of 1liLhe universalist norms that had distinguyihsed
life 1n the Med region for many centuries. It progecled a new
order of political organization, howevear, 1in 1ts espousal of
secularism and political independence.

453 )During the 1500 and 1600 centuries EKurope was being trans-
formed 1nto a galsy separate sovereignlies, and Lts new identity-
was recognized officially in the multinational treaties of
Westplhalia (1648), WHICH STIPULATACAD THAT STATES, NOT GOVTRS,
WERE MEMBVERS OF THE SOCIETY OF NATIONS, THAT STATES WERE SECULAR
POLITICAL ORGANISMS, AND THAT ALL STATES WERE SOVEREIGN, INDE-
PENDENT AND EQUAL./STATE was the exprsession of the nation,.
rather than extension of the ruler’s personality and interests,
and that the concept of the nation was meaningless unless 1t was
understood as signifying a conglomeration of indaividual human
beings who had poltical rights and obligations.

453) Individual was plrimarflfay cararalrer of lthe i1dea of ,lthe
modearn state, a corollary of complex intellectual lmovements
that had been conrfined to Lhe European and American scenes.Early
intellectual revolt againsi lthe quthority of traditional beliefs
had emphasized the creative and critical mind of Lhe indaividual
as the ultimate determinant of 0 mvih and
reality The pallern thus sel vis folloned ' wubeeqgne) ! centur



THE GREAT RELIGIOUS REFORM MOVEMENTS WAS THE CONSCIENCL OFL THE
INDIVIDUAL, THL FOCUS OF THE SCIENTIFIC AND INDUSTRIAL REVOLU-
TIONS WAS THE INDIVIDUAL GENIUS AND THE INDIVIDUAL'S ABILITY TO
THINK IN SECULAR TERMS AND THE CENTER OFL TAHE SOCIAL RAEAVOLU-
TION WAS THE NEW URBANIZED, COMMERCE-MINDED MIDDLE CLASS WHICH
ADVEARATISED, BYI ITS VEARY EXISTENCE TAIIE MERITS OF INDIVIDUAL
UNITIATIVE 453) Individuals’claim to political representLation
proceeded in the contexl of these new realities. New realities
were 1n essence modern responses to truths to which manv earliera
generations of Europeans had also alatached kpjgaramount impor-
tance Nol surprising thercfore to find thal tahese residual
values were reaclivated during the 1700 and 1800s when the na-
Lairoins of WPslreaarn Europe and North America identificed the
modaeren democrataic stale in terms of the SUPREMACY OF LAW AND
LTAHE INALIENABLE RIGHTS OF MAN KKKKKKSimilaar logic ofa history-
o1f West explains the new Lheories and pracices of consititional-
1sm gave rise to many "new forms of federalism. For polaitical
exzperience as accumulataed in this civilization had reagistered
the fact Lhal a system of objyectaively defined norms was pgersua-
sive exztraterritorially, and that 1t could therefore accomodatea
voluntary political uniions ofseparate areas or groups of peo-
ples

Modern democratic state as 1t had been developrd by the Atlantac
nations was thus i1n effect an archtypal orgnazation, translated
into other regions, explanded, donepltually and jpractically, to
world dimensions.

NON-WESTERN SOCIETIES- (134)- vocabulary of political tearms that
1s at present i1in use thraoughout the world as composed during the
histories of lthe Western Luropean and North American nations.
Words such as SELF-DETRERMINATION, SELF GOVT, DEMOCRACY, INDE-
PENDENCE, AND NATIIONATISM acquiread the meanings they convey
today only slowly in that aintricate pjrocess of defininfg the
particular i1deals and haistoricala expleraiences lthat had pro-
duced the concepl of the modern European slLate mosl states

founded 1n Asia and Aflriuxcga hgavae been formed i1dn ,Lhe 1magae
of this weslern model

(1nsert, p 456)

(p.457) EUROPEAN PATTERNS OF DIPLOMACY _ Place of Venice 1n
Internaltional Relatiions

The HISTORY OF MODERN DIPLOMACY PARALLELS THE HISTORY OF THE
MODERN STATE OF WHICH IT IS AN INTEGRAL PART. SINCE THE PROTOTYPE
OF THE MODERN WESTEARN STATE WAS DEVLOPED IN ITALY, WHERE THE
DECAY OF THE UNIFYONG MEDIEVAL STRUCTURE BECAME APPARENT EARLIER
THAN ELSEWHERE, IT WAS ALSO IN ITALY THAT THE NEW FORMS OF CON-
DUCTING RELATIONS BETWEEN STATES WERE FIRST ELABORATED AND TEST-
ED.AMONG THESE NONE WAS DESTINED TO ACHIEVE GREATER IMPORTANCE 1IN
SUBSEQUENT CENTURIES THAN THAT OF DIPLOMACY.

THE ITALIAN MODE (p. 458) OF CONDUCTING DIPLOMACY, WHICH SET THE
PATTERN FOR ALL OTHER WESTERN EUROPEAN STATES, ORIGINATAED IN
VENICE. . TWO RATHER PARADOXICAL FACTS IN DIPLOMATIC THEORIES AND
PRACTICES OF THE VENETIANS. AT PEAK OF ITS DIPLOMATIC

SUCCESS VFNICF WAS NFITHER A TYPTCAL TTALIAN CITY-STATF, I E
SMALL AND DIPTUDINT = 2ON ATTIANCTS WITIHD OTHIER TTA'TAN <TATRS, NOR
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TRUE, WAS TTALIAN AND CATHOLIC, BUT THESE GEOGRAPHIC ANDI' RELLI-
GIOUS AFFILIATIONS WERE NOT THE PRIMARAY DETERMINANTS OI' ITS
DESTINY AN EXAMINATION OF VENLTIAN ITISTORY SHOWS, ON TIIE CON-
TRARY THAT THE STATE WAS FOR CENTURIES A GREAT POWER, INDPENEDENT
FOR THE MOST PART OF THE PATTERN OF ALIGNMENTS THAT HAD IMPOSED
ITSELF UPON ALL OTHER ITALATAN STATES, AND THAT ITS HISTORY WAS
TIGHTLY LINKFD WITH TAHE FORTUNES AND MISFORTUNES OF TIIE EASTERN
CHRISTIAN EMPIRE RATIICLR THAN WITH THOSE OF THE WEST

FOR VENICE,IT MUST BE NOTFD BEGAN ITS METEORIC RISE AS \ SATEL-
LITE OF BYZANTIUM AND THUS LEARNT ABOUT DIPLOMACY UNDER CONDI-
TIONS OF TUTELAGE SIMILAR TO THOSE THAT HAD ATTENDED THLC EARLY
DEVELOPMENT OF KIEVAN RUSSIA./(458) In terms of history one can
maintain ,kthat lthe diplomataic systems of modern Russia and of
the contemporary Western world are varialions on Lhe same origi-
nal theme. (In terms of current international politics, however,
one finds belween the Russian and Lhe Western Lechniques of
diplomacy few 1f any such similarities as would reveal ihelr
commen or1igin Tndeed Lhe view 1s widespread Lojgday Lkl all the
existing i1ntearnational taensions 1n the world izrae &> «worbat-
aead by the facl that diplomacy occupres a4 diffearent place n

the political thunking on {he one hand of]l Lhe Russian< and on
the olher of e we-tern Turopeans and Americans )
The transfTomral ons of the Byan! ine paltern were le<< narked in

Russian Lhan in Venet ian diplomicy. Whercas Lhe formear continued
Lo deavlop 1n the relatively homogencous context of Rus-ian

nat tonal history from Kievin lo Sovietr davs, Lhe laller was
denatauralized and inlernalaionalized a~ (Il were 1n a protess of
grdual diffusion lirsl over Tlaly and subasequently 'hroughonl
Weslern Furope., THT FVOLUTTON OF MODFRN WESTKRN DTPTOMA Y IS THUS
A TARTTCULARLY cOMPLE« STORY AND THTS STORY BRFGINS WiITNH rir
DIPLOMATIC HISTORY O VENITC]

THE VENITTAN STATPE WAS POUNDEP WHEN TTALY BELONGED TO DBY ZANTIUM,
AND THOUGH A ATHOL b0 COMMURTTY, IT REMATNED IN THE POLTTICAL AND
CULTURAL Oornr OF yf ORTHODOX EMPIRE AFTER THE REST OF TIE

PFENINSULA ITAD BEEN REORGANIZD BY CONQUERING GERMANIC NATIONS.
(458) The small 1sland republic i1n the northern Adriatic thus
evisted midway baetaween the Westaern andEastearn Chraistian
empires. It was able tao overacome the pjrecaraiousness of 1its
military and economic situation, Lranscend its religious and
territorial affiliations, and profit from tahe ambivalenmce of
1Lls gaographic and hiistorical origins kby devloping a close
relationship to the sea The Venetians builta a fleet and became
a mobile adventaurous natlion, making contact wilh ports and
Jpeoples tahroughout the Med. However, witahin tahe vast radius
of lthe commearcialk coneeclaions lthat linked tahis small lnat-
aion with distant countries anda cavilizataions, Venus was taied
to Byzalium 1n a very specilal way

Not only did Bjyyzantaine i1nfluiences pervade the Venetian way of
life, bul 1t was the Byzanline proteclorate tdhata pjermitted
Venice to engage 1n i1ls far-flung naval and economic operations
The Eastern Empire was inteareslread in the city bcoth because

1its harbor was the most i1mportant in Italy and had to be con-
trolled 1f Lhe tmperial MedilL triding ryslem was Lo funclLion
smoolhly, and becarse Lhe Vel iin fleeta w 3 1 adisponsable
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tuated, kfuthelmore, aftaear the empire lost tothe Muslims 1its
in Asia Minor UKp to lthata jgperaioid -0 in facta kup 'o the
beginning of 700s (8tih cent) - Syrians, Egyptians, Greekhs, and
Jews hadfunctioined las the chief Byzazntine kagaents :nn Lhe
East-West trade. BuL when the momentous shift ofpjower i1n the
eastern Medit area made necessary a cholce of new middlemen,
Venice was already Lhere to fi1ll the vacancy The city--tate,
shrewdly uli1li12zi1ng 1ts new opportunties, succeeded in g:reatly
advancing the cause of 1is 1ndependence,

The autonomy of Venice 1had been racognized since 742, vet the
city had remained under Byzantine control occupying a Jpjosition
analogous, pJjerhapds to that of a British dominion in the first
guaratear of the 1900s
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On January 19, 1904, Theodor Herzl left Vienna and set out
for Italy. He remained 1n Venice for one day and then continued
to Rome. He was determined to win the support of the Vatican and
the universal Catholic Church for the creation of a Jewish state
in Palestine.

Three days later, on January 22, Herzl was received 1in
Vatican City by Cardinal Rafael Merry del Val, the recently-
appolnted Papal Secretary of State. It was the first encounter
between the 44-year-old aristocratic prince of the Jews and the

youthful, wversatile and highly respected Spanish prince of the
Church.

As he had earlier done in the chancelleries and foreign
mainistries of Great Britain, France, Germany, and Turkey, Herzl
made an 1impassioned plea for Vatican support. He described the
sufferings inflicted on Jews through poverty, pogroms, and anti-
Semitic attacks an vairtually every country ain Christian Europe.
Only a sovereign Jewish state i1n their ancient homeland in Pales-
tine, he told del Val, could put an end to the Jewish plight -
which he had witnessed first-hand during his travels through
Europe - by restoring control over their own fate and destainy.

Cardinal del Val responded forthrightly. He declared that
the Church could not allow the Jews to take possession of the
Holy Land as long as they denied the divinity of Jesus Chrast.

Herz]l avoided the theological issue and concentrated on the
pragmatic. The holy places, he told the Secretary of State, could
have extraterritorial status. The Cardinal stiffly responded that

the holy places could not be regarded as entities separate from
the Holy Land.

Three days later, on January 25, Herzl held a lengthy audi-
ence with the saintly, good-hearted, but reactionary Pope Pius X
(1903-1914) who had assumed the papacy six months before, suc-
ceeding the combative Pope Leo XIII. The former patriarch of
Venice told Herzl with even greater force than del Val that the
Church could not favor Israel’s return to Zion as long as the
Jews did not accept Jesus as the Savior.

In his Diaries, meticulously kept by Herzl, he gquotes the
Pope as having said:

"We cannot prevent the Jews from going to Jerusalem but we
could never sanction 1t. ... The Jews have not recognized our
Lord, therefore we cannot recognize the Jewish people."

Herzl sought to reason with the Pope pointing to the fact
that the Ottoman overlords of Palestine also were not Christians.,



Paius X replied

"I know, 1t 1s not pleasant to see the Turks 1n possession
of our Holy Places. We simply have to put up with that. But to
support the Jews 1n the acquisition of the Holy Places, that we
cannot do. ... If you come to Palestine and settle your people
there," Pope Pius X then said to Herzl, "we want to have churches
and priests ready to baptize all of you."

(Crted from The Diaries of Theodor Herzl, January 1904, edited by
B.M. Lowenthal, N.Y. Dial Press, 1956;pp. 429-30).

Undoubtedly, in an effort to soften the effect of the Vatai-
can rejection, Cardinal Merry del Val, in a meeting several weeks
later, promised Herzl’s close associate, Henrich York-Steiner,
that 1f all the Jews wanted was to be "admitted" to the land of
their ancestors, he would regard that as a "humanitarian" endeav-
or and would not impede their efforts to found "colonies" in
Palestine.

—— i ———————————————— i ———

These exchanges between the founder of the Jewish State and
the Supreme Pontiff of the Roman Catholic Church have become
established i1n the public consciousness of many as the archtypi-
cal encounter between Catholicism and the Jewish people. Popes,
Vatican authorities, and Catholic leaders generally, in thais
perception, are constitutionally anti-Jewish for theological rea-
sons and can never be expected to modafy their hostilaity either
to Jews or to the Jewish State. So Vatican-Jewish (or Catholic-

Jewish) relations are at worst a delusion, and at best a waste of
time.

Is that really the truth of the matter?

For many Catholics, and other Christians as well, the Herzl-
Papal-Vatican exchanges are baffling, 1f not embarrassing. Vati-
can Council II took place between 1962 and 1965, and on October
28, 1965, adopted the much heralded Vatican Declaration on Non-
Chraistian Religions. That historaic declaration, adopted over-
whelmingly by 2,500 Catholic bishops from throughout the world
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for Italy. He remained in Venice for one day and then continued
to Rome. He was determined to win the support of the Vatican and
the universal Catholic Church for the creation of a Jewish state
in Palestine.

Three days later, on January 22, Herzl was received 1in
Vatican City by Cardinal Rafael Merry del Val, the recently-
J appointed Papal Secretary of State. It was the first encounter
between the 44-year-old aristocratic prince of the Jews and the

youthful, wversatile and highly respected Spanish prince of the
Church.

As he had earlier done i1n the chancelleries and foreign
ministries of Great Britain, France, Germany, and Turkey, Herzl
made an 1impassioned plea for Vatican support. He described the
sufferings inflicted on Jews through poverty, pogroms, and anti-
Semitic attacks in wvartually every country in Christian Europe.
Only a sovereign Jewish state in their ancient homeland i1n Pales-
tine, he told del Val, could put an end to the Jewish plight -
which he had witnessed first-hand during his travels through
Europe - by restoring control over their own fate and destiny.

Cardinal del Val responded forthrightly. He declared that
the Church could not allow the Jews to take possession of the
Holy Land as long as they denied the divinity of Jesus Chraist.

Herzl avoided the theological i1ssue and concentrated on the
pragmatic. The holy places, he told the Secretary of State, could
have extraterritorial status. The Cardinal stiffly responded that

the holy places could not be regarded as entities separate from
the Holy Land.

Three days later, on January 25, Herzl held a lengthy audi-
ence with the saintly, good-hearted, but reactionary Pope Pius X
(1903-1914) who had assumed the papacy six months before, suc-
ceeding the combative Pope Leo XIII. The former patraiarch of
Venice told Herzl with even greater force than del Val that the
Church could not favor Israel’s return to Zion as long as the
Jews did not accept Jesus as the Savior.

In his Diaries, meticulously kept by Herzl, he quotes the
Pope as having said-

"We cannot prevent the Jews from going to Jerusalem but we
could never sanction 1t. ... The Jews have not recognized our
Lord; therefore we cannot recognize the Jewish people."”

Herzl sought to reason with the Pope pointing to the fact
that the Ottoman overlords of Palestine also were not Christians.



Pius X replied:

"I know, 1t 1s not pleasant to see the Turks 1n possession
of our Holy Places. We simply have to put up with that. But to
support the Jews 1n the acquisition of the Holy Places, that we
cannot do. ... If you come to Palestine and settle your people
there,” Pope Pius X then said to Herzl, "we want to have churches
and priests ready to baptize all of you."

(Crited from The Diaries of Theodor Herzl, January 1904, edited by
B.M. Lowenthal, N.Y. Dial Press, 1956;pp. 429-30).

Undoubtedly, in an effort to soften the effect of the Vatai-
can rejection, Cardinal Merry del Val, in a meeting several weeks
later, promised Herzl’s close associate, Henrich York-Steiner,
that 1f all the Jews wanted was to be "admitted" to the land of
their ancestors, he would regard that as a "humanitarian" endeav-
or and would not impede their efforts to found "colonies" 1in
Palestine.

————— —— i —— T — T ————

These exchanges between the founder of the Jewish State and
the Supreme Pontiff of the Roman Catholic Church have become
established i1n the publiec consciousness of many as the archtypai-
cal encounter between Catholicism and the Jewish people. Popes,
Vatican authorities, and Catholic leaders generally, in thais
perception, are constitutionally anti-Jewish for theological rea-
sons and can never be expected to modify their hostilaty either
to Jews or to the Jewish State. So Vatican-Jewish (or Catholic-

Jewish) relations are at worst a delusion, and at best a waste of
time.

Is that really the truth of the matter?

For many Catholics, and other Christians as well, the Herzl-
Papal-Vatican exchanges are baffling, 1f not embarrassing. Vati-
can Council II took place between 1962 and 1965, and on October
28, 1965, adopted the much heralded Vatican Declaration on Non-
Christian Religions. That historic declaration, adopted over-
whelmingly by 2,500 Catholic bishops from throughout the world
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ROMAN EMPIRE (p 162) POLITICS AND CULTURE IN INTIRNATIONAL
HISTORY (ADDA B BOZEMAN) Prainceton Univ Press, 1960)

Rome (and China) was a great and independent state at Lhe turn of
the era that began 4D 1. IL pretended to be the wo:ld's sole
sovereign, arguing 1ts claim to omnipotence by referring to
cosmic principles or the will of providence Philosophers and
adminitstrators defended such claims. (In actual fact, Chaina and
India were ancilent epn)pes that had claimed supreme world power
long before Rome was born.)

Rome had achieved mastery over the Mediterranean world after
emerging from the Second Punic War (see Columbia History of the
World )218-216 BC Her imperial frontiers ran from Gibraltar in
Lthe West, norihward along the coasts of the Atlantic Ocecan, etc

LLike China, Rome pretended Lo hold unique and undispuled world
power. It also developed a panlheon of 1mages to suslain that
pretension, and bui1ll i1nstitutions thal gave concrete form to
those 1mages

From the firs!t century onward, the archetypal figure of the
"UNIVERSAL MONARCH’ EMERGED. He prevailed over the universe by
virtue of divine investiture, his power, and excellence of char-
acler. (Glover)p 6-Octavian Augustus beame PONTIFEX MAXIMUS.The
Emperor wished to be called "the eldest son of the church."After
defeal of Anthony and Cleopatra al Battle ofActium on Sept. 2, 31
BC, Octavian was the commander, IMPERATOR, whence {the title
"EMPEROR’(col hist,P 208) Octavian made himself leader of the
Senate (after purging 28 of i1ts "unworthy '" members), the re-
maining governors voled him the title AUGUSTUS - the revered.This
was not quite deification Octavian had had Caesar deified by the
senate 1n 42 and had since been officially "THE SON OF GO by
adoption. The new title brought him s step nearer deity. HE
REFUSED OFTrICIAL DEIFICATION-i1tj) would have offended {Lhe sena-
tors, who would have had to participate in the official worship-
but he made himself, even for the senate an object of lrelilgious
awe. PROVINCIALS WERE PERMITTED TO WORSHIP HIM.FOR THE SENATE,
however, the MOST IMPORTANT OBJECT OF RELIGIOUS AWE WAS ROME
ITSELF. AUGUSTUS THEREFORE MADE HIMSELF THE PROTFCTOR OF THE
ROMAN TRADITION AND ABOVE ALL OF RELIGION (SEE P 208, col HIST.)

Whenever the 1llusion of unique grandeur was contested or chal-
lenged by unexpected or untoward events, Rome took refuge in
futurist dreams of a distant but resplendent time to come when a

"UNIVERSAL STATE' would blissfully envelop all humanity

ROMAN CIAVILIZATIION WAS DESTINED TO BE REJUVENATED THROUGH THE
ABSORPTION OF A RELIGION OF UNIVERSAL APPEAL THROUGH ITS ACCEPT-
ANCE OF XTY AS ITS OFFICIAL STATE RELILGION (China incorporated

Buddhism ) For the most part, they were unaware of their indebt-
edness to that cradle of all polaitical life, the ancient Near
East, where generations of men before them had enterlained and



forfesled similarly ambilious evpeclablions.

he exchanges of 1deas and [usions ofthought that were t'us stimu-
latead during the firsl centuries of our era, in deliancxe of
enitsting boundaraiesw, were perhaps nowhere as manifeslL 1s in the
field of religion (Buddhism, Islam, 1100 years - Dc¢_:zeman,
163)A11 of Lhe world’s new existing great religions presented
their first offeraing Lo the soul of man The ojJriginal constitu-
tencies of these religions were rather closely ident:lied waith
spJilecific Lerritories and races (Buddhism-India, Confucianism-
China/Zojrojgastrianism-Persia) Chiastianily as well as Judaism to
Palestine (Ivlam-Arabia) But between Lhe second and seventh
centuries (100-600 AD) all of these creeds, with the e eplion of
Confucianism, became as 1t were TRAVELING RELILGIONS This was
because each 1included doctrines that appealed to calvation-
seeking indaviduals everywhere, regardless ofl thei:r race or
place of domicile, and baeaucse each could rely on ithe lervor of
Jsome of 1Ls missionaraies Lo propagale abroad the universal
iruths Lhat had been found al home

p.165) They penelrated each olher's original domains and the
encounters resulted, as a matter of course, in 1nterreligious
disputations and competilions, which 1n turn often made for
interreligious adjustments in the form of doctrinal Lorrowings
and syncretisms / (Buddhism blended with native religions and
Zoroastr Lanism.

THROUGH THE MEDIUM OF MITHRAISM (A CULT THAT HAD ORIGINALLY
ISSUED FROM INDIA AND ZOROASTRIAN SOURCES) IT AFFECTED THE
THOUGHT O PEOPLES IN ARMENIA, ASIA MINOR, AND THE WESTERN PART
OFL THE ROMAN EMPIRE AND IT MAY HAVE CONTRIBUTED CERTIN THEMES TO
THE NEW TFSTAMENT OF THE CHRISTINS (Mithraism was first trans-
planted to the Roman world by the Silician pirates whom Pompey
captured in his campa:ign, and 1l gained a Tirm hold over ITALY ain
Lthe following centuraies.

TTALTIAN JOURNAL, No 5,Vol III,1989 - p 43f DAWN OF THL ETERNAL
CITY (Archeologistis Tlluminate shadowy origain of Rome) by ALBERT
J AMMFRMAN

One of antiquity’s mosl enduring legends 1s the stLory of ROMULUS
AND REMUS, twin grndsons of NUMITOR, king of the ancient Latain
city of Alba Longa. 28 cednturies ago, acc to tradition, Numitor-
was overthrown by his younger brother, AMULIUS, who moved quickly
to safeguard his new power by forcing Numitor'’s daughtaer, REA
SILVIA, to become a Vestal Virgin, which meant taking vows of
CHASTITY, to prevent her from bearing heirs Lo the throne. The
measure proved useless, though for REA SILVIA gave birth to
Romulus and Remus, who were fathered by MARS, the gjod oyf waar.
Incensed, Amulius ordered the twins drowned and they were placed
in a BASKET AND ABANDONED IN A SWAMPY BACKWATER OF THE TIBER
RIVER. The basket, however, soon came to rest on dry land. The
Roman historian LIVY describveds wshata takes place nest 1n the
fable

"A she-wolf, coming down out ofl tahe surrounding hills to slake
her thirst, turned her sleps towards Lhe cry of Lhe infants, and
with her Leats gave them suck so gently, that the keeper of the

[§]



royal flock found hear licliing them with her tongue "

Taken i1n and raised by FAUSTULUS, the keeper of the ro 11 flock,
Romuluils and Remus grew up TO KILL THEIR UNCLE AND RESTORE NUMI-
TOR TO THE TIHRONE They also were seized by the desire lo found a
city along Lhe Tiber, near the shore where they had beeun rescued,
as a Lribute to their good fortune To decide whicii of them
should be the founder, each chose a hill upon which he hoped his
city would be built (ROMULUS SELECTED THE PALATINE, RIMUS, THE
AVENTINF) and lefta tahe rest Lo auguray - tao tahe recading of
omens, by observing the flight of birds

When 12 vultures appeared over Lhe Palatine hill Lhe milter was
resolved 1n Romulus' favor Dutifully, he performed Lhe rites
deemed essential to the founding of a city Chiel among these was
the tracing of a BOUNDARY LINE, CALLED A4 --POMERIUM, vhich more
than anything else, distinguished a cily from other kinds of
settlements THE POMCRIUM WAS SACRED, ONLY WITAHIN ITS LIMITS
COULD AUGURY-WHICH WAS THOUGHT CRUCIAL IN ALL DECISION MAKING
BE PRACTICED

Romulus used a team of cattle to plow a furrow. At three points
in the circuit, the plow was lifted and carried a few feet, to
designate the sites of lLhe cily gales In his discussion of the
meaning of pomerium, Lhe Roman anlLiquarian VARRO. a conlemplorary
of Julius Caesar’'s, wriling i1n Lhe first century BC, euplains
Lhat Lhe place from which the earih the earth was removed symbol-
1zed a FOSSA, or dilch, and the dirt piled up, inside lLhe furrow
was the MURUS, or wall In pljractaice, kwhen a citly’s fortifica-
tions were built, they ran along the line of the murus So only
after kthe pomerium was completed could Romulus begin to build
the city called ROME

THE HISTORY OF ANCIENT ROME UNFOLDED IN THREE STAGES. THE
FIRST,THE REGAL PERIOD,LASTED TWO AND A HALF CENTURIES, DURING
WHICH SEVEN SUCCESSIVE KINGS,BEGINNING WITH ROMULUS, ARAL THOUGHT
TO HAVE RULED THE CITY. KNEXT CAME THE REPLUBLICAN PERIOD,DATING
FROM 509 BC WHICH SAW THE ESTABLISHMENT OF PARLIAMENTARY GOVERN-
MENT AND THLE TLOWFRING OI'ROME AS A WORLD POWLR FINDALLY CAME THE
IMPERIAL PERIOD, STARTING WITH THE ASCENSION OF AUGUSTUS IN 27 BC
throughout whiuch emperors of wildly varying stripe reigned, AND
ROME EXPERIENCED THE PEAK, THE EROSION AND ULTIMATELY TIN 330 AD
(WHEN CONSTANTINE MOVED THE IMPERIALCAPLITAL TO CONSTANTINOPLE)
THE END OF ITS DOMINANCE

tHROUGIT HISTORICAL TFEXTS AND ARACIHLEOLJOJGICAL EXCAVATIONS HAVE
COMBINED TO PAINT A FAIRLY DETAILED PICTURE OF REPUBLICAN AND
IMPERIAL ROME, THE RFGAL PERIOD REMAINS MIRED IN OBSCURITY. FOR
THE MOST PART THE ORIGINS OF WHAT WAS TO BECOME THE GREAT SUC-
CESS STORY OF THE ANCIENT WORLD ARE CLOAKED IN TRADITIONS =-SUCH
AS THE TALE OF ROMULUS RATHER THAN ESTABLISHED FACTS.

Tradition 1s the leitmotiv that runs through much of

Rome’s early history Fables, customs, and religious 1i1tes were
handed edown f[romn generation to generation and eventLualy became
incoporatlted i1nto Lhe histories of such ancient authors as Laivy



amd Dyonisus of lHalicarnassus, bolh ol whom wrolte during the
reign of AUGUSTUS These wrilers usunally treated such legends as
the Romulus myth with tLhe same winking indulgence that Americans
grant Lhe story of GCeorge Washinglon and the cherry tre. As Lavy
notes 1n Lhe inLroudclLion 1o hie 112 volume history of RNome

"Such traditions as are ralher adorned with poetic legends
than based uplon trustworthy historical proofs I purpowe neither
to affirm nor to refute. IL 1s the privilege of anliquity to
mingle divine Lhings with human and so add dignity to 1he begin-
nings of cities "

In general, tradilions aboul earlky Rome that the city was found-
ed when a POMERIUM was Lraced on Lhe Palatxine Hill, fo: instance
- were thought Lo have at leastl a core of Lruth. But inevitabecly,
because of the lag of seven cenluries, Lhe tessts arae warked by:
frquent, 1f usually minor differences 1in detail Fjor example,
though Lhe ancient haisjgtdorians following the tradit:ion that
ROME WAS FOUNDED SOMETIME AROUND 750 bc, THLY DISAGREED ABOUT THE
PRLCCISF DATE FABTUS PICTOR who in the th:rd century BC wrote 1is
deeamed to be tahe earaliest history of Rome, proposed 747 BC.

LKateara historians suggesled a rangfe of years, kuntil over time
VARRO'S CHOICE OF 753 BC became canonical





