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I understand that after the very interesting report we have just heard about negotiations or 
non-negotiations with the Palestinians, my subject would seem a little bit far away. But as 
a matter of fact, on this subject, the relations with the Catholic Church, the Jewish 
organizations have much more to say than on any other subject. This is completely in your 
hands. Very rapidly I would just remind you – we live now in a period, in which the Church 
wants to beatify Pius XII. 

I think this is the part of a bigger plan of Christianisation of the Shoah. This bigger plan 
was introduced by John Paul II, when he spoke about Auschwitz as a Golgotha of the 
modern world, when he reminded only two people as martyrs of Auschwitz – Maximilian 
Kolbe and Edith Stein – two Catholic and Edith Stein, even better, born Jewish and 
became Catholic, just a little bit like Jesus. 

And Pius XII was also the one who had the beautiful idea, on the 2 June, 1945 to declare 
that the Church had not been a collaborator of the Nazis, but victim of Nazism. Wonderful 
idea, which was followed up, in a different way, by Pope John Paul, while he was still a 
bishop of Krakow, when he distributed the ashes of Auschwitz to the bishops in Rome, 
when there was the beatification of   Maximilian Kolbe, Catholic priest, who was killed in 
Auschwitz. 

He then spoke about, in Auschwitz, when he was already a Pope, about the six million 
dead Poles, a fifth of the Polish nation – just to be clear, the symbol of six millions victims 
became suddenly a Polish Catholic symbol. Now, the current Pope, Benedict XVI, said the 
same when he visited Auschwitz in 2006, but three days later he came back to Rome, he 
corrected himself, a very seldom thing to happen for a pontiff, and said the Nazis wanted 
to eradicate the Christian roots and replace them with faith invented by them. This is the 
other side of the Christianisation of Shoah, but at least he also said that Hitler killed six 
million Jews and the six million symbol was re-established as a Jewish one. 

Naturally, the idea that Nazis were killing Jews only on their way to the Christian roots is 
rather a strange idea. When he was still Cardinal Ratzinger in 2000, Benedict said almost 
the same. In the Osservatore Romano he published an article about his previous 
document Dominus Jesus in which he argued that when the Nazis wanted to eradicate the 
Christian roots, from the Abramic context, they killed the Jews. So killing the Jews was 
kind of first step in order to eradicate Christianity. 

I mean this is a stand, which did not change very much. In the meantime there is a cross 
of 7,5 meters in Auschwitz since 1979. In the meantime we had this year the acceptance 
back into the Church of Bishop Williamson, notwithstanding his negation of the Shoah, 
when he said there were no gas-chambers in the Shoah and he did not believe that more 
than 200,000 or 300,000 Jews were killed. Now we recently had the visit of the Pope in 
Israel and he was received with great honour, but people really did not read every word 
that he said, especially not what he said to the Palestinians. 

On the 13 May he visited Bethlehem, he made four speeches to the Palestinians and he 
told them “You have the right to marry, to have a family, right to work”. The idea was that 
all this you cannot do because of Israel. But moreover he said the Holy See supported the 
rights to a Palestinian homeland on the territory of their ancestors. So now we know that 
the ancestors were living previously in the Holy Land, were Palestinians, and they ask the 



local nuncio whether we should now believe that Jesus and Maria and Joseph were also 
Palestinians. He also said that the Palestinian refugees are like the Holy Family, obliged to 
run away from their homes. 

Now the Holy Family has a very clear theological meaning, because the Holy Family was 
obliged to take the little Jesus with them to Egypt, in order to escape Herod, who was the 
King of the Jews. So now we have the Jews, which are in the same camp of those who 
were killing children, as it is said also in other documentary pictures on the Turkish TV. On 
the other hand, we have a complete change of the Holy history. Benedict also said that 
Palestine refugees have a right to have good living, to have possibility to work. Now who is 
avoiding to work – it is Hamas, not the Israelis! But this Hamas was never mentioned by 
the Pope. 

We also have some exercises of trialogue. I don’t know why our people are so happy 
about not only dialogue, but they want also trialogue. I think that to have a trialogue puts 
the Israeli side in minority of one in the face of the other two. We had the example recently. 
Sant’Egidio, which is a non-religious group but very close to the Church organization in 
Rome, organized a visit to Auschwitz with Muslim and Jewish representatives. The first 
thing one imam from Saudi Arabia immediately said “Now I understand finally what 
happened in Gaza”. Thank you very much for this, we have to run for a trialogue and 
nobody of the Israeli delegation objected, or perhaps didn’t even know. 

I think that we should have a much more critical stand in the dialogue, especially on the 
question of the Christianisation of the Shoah, while survivors of the Shoah are still alive. I 
do not approve what Ambassador Mordechai Levy, who is the ambassador of Israel to the 
Holy See, said in Boston recently, that Pius XII was not a hero, nor a villain. I don’t know 
why we suddenly have to rehabilitate him, while the Israeli government is on record in 
opposing his beatification. 

All this is a little bit  complex perhaps, but it seems to me that it is important to have a 
different stand against this steady Christianisation of the Shoah, saying that if we are not 
able to express our own views the whole dialogue is not worth continuing. Moreover, the 
definition of the dialogue by then Cardinal Ratzinger and later Pope Benedict XVI was that 
dialogue is made to look for the truth. 

Truth that is only one – ours. So the dialogue should bring, at the end of the day, the Jews 
to become Christians. Such a dialogue is not exactly what I think is necessary for us. The 
Chief Rabbi of Rome, Di Segni – generally the Italian rabbis understand much better the 
language of the Pope –said that if the purpose of the dialogue is to convert the Jews, we 
prefer no dialogue at all. And this should be our stand. 

I also think that the Jewish organizations should be ready for the opening of the Vatican 
archives in four or five years from now. Otherwise what will happen is the same that has 
happened already, while the Vatican opened the archives until 1939 until Pacelli became 
Pope I am not aware of any, not a single one, Jewish scholar who has gone to Rome and 
looked into archives. First of all, because most of the papers are written in a very strange 
language, which is Italian and not very well known. Then because it is not only a question 
of language, you also have to understand the matter. 

And therefore, I think that if we do not prepare now, the people who eventually will go and 
check those documents, will have a very strange situation – we asked for the opening of 
the archives, but nobody is going to look at them.



It seems to me that also the steady hostility to the State of Israel should be subject of 
discussion. Mgr. Touran, who had been kind of the Foreign Minister of the Vatican, said 
that the only solution which could guarantee peace in the Holy Land was a special statute 
for Jerusalem with the international guarantee that will not be changed. This is still the 
stand of the Vatican, only that Touran is now the man in charge for the dialogue with Islam, 
and therefore he has acquired a greater importance. This was in short how I see the 
problems on the table today in the very strange dialogue with the Catholic Church. 


