
 



This book, by a writer born in the Roman 
Catholic religion, claims to show the responsibility 
of the Roman Church in the unparalleled catas- 
trophe of the two World Wars. An unwillingness 
to accept any official version of historical facts 
without close scrutiny has led the author to notice 
certain gaps and omissions which by their 
frequency have struck him as being systematic. He 
has found this particularly true of the Holy See, 
and in his investigations into the part it has played 
in contemporary affairs he has taken inlinite 
pains to assemble the works of the most highly 
qualified writers as well as official documents and 
papers from archives, and his conclusions have 
been reached after much patient research and 
cross-checking. 

Born in Paris of a Roman Catholic family of 
scholars, Edmond Paris has always been especially 
interested in philosophical, religious and social 
matters, and after leaving the Sorbonne, where he 
was an assiduous student, he completed his studies 
in various parts of the world. Concerned always 
to remain in close contact with reality, he travelled 
widely and was thus able to compare what he 
had learned with what he saw, and this no less 
than his vast culture is clearly apparent in his 
written works, which include Le Vatican Contre 
La France, as well as in his lectures, reflecting as 
they do a man remarkably free from bias, and 
one governed by a veritable passion for the truth. 

If it is true that "all roads lead to Rome" with 
regard to international politics, then this is indeed 
a work that should be read by all who care where 
they are going. 
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FOREWORD 

IN my last book1, I made it clear that I should allow myself no 
incursion into the religious field. "The Vatican," 1 said, "owing to 
its twofold nature�at one and the same time tempora l and spiritual 
�is particularly subject to ambiguity. Consequently , I would stress 
that I have considered only the political side." 

In the present work the same principle has been followed. I have 
confined myself to highlighting the historical continuity of the 
retrograde and evil politics of the Vatican, as well as the latter’s 
overwhelming responsibility in the disasters that have succeeded 
one another in Europe during the last fifty years. 

The following pages lay bare the deceit and crimes in which the 
Holy See, its representatives throughout the world and its Nazi 
and Fascist allies have participated, and which their unparalleled 
hypocrisy has not been able to conceal. 

The book opens with a bill of indictment against the Vatican. 
The charges are taken up separately in the ensuing chapters, where 
they are matched with ample and incontestable proof of a continued 
collusion with the torturers of mankind who started the last world 
catastrophe. 

But this collusion is well within the tradition of the Holy See. 
It dates back for many centuries. In all circumstances, ever since the 
days of Charlemagne, the Papacy has not ceased to lean upon the 
Germans, in order to impose its authority and to extend it through- 
out Europe. The Reformation had undoubtedly disturbed the 
agreement that for centuries had held good between the Holy See 
and Mittel-Europa, and had withdrawn a part of the German 
peoples from obedience to the Vatican. Austria-Hungary alone 
remained entirely submissive. But, step by step and with infinite 
patience, the Roman Curia gradually and without pause regained 
the influence lost, at the same time placing at the service of Pan- 
Germanic appetites the entire spiritual ascendancy enjoyed by the 

1Le Vatican contre la France (Fischbacher, Paris, 1957). 



8 THE VATICAN AGAINST EUROPE 

Holy See among the Catholics in both the Reich and the rest of 
Europe. Thus Germany The Great, like the Habsburg Empire, was 
to serve as a "secular arm" in order to annihilate the influence of 
Orthodox Russia in the Balkans and to restore the Holy See’s 
authority in secular France. The game was lost in 1918, but was 
resumed in 1939, with the Vatican playing the very same card which 
it is still playing today. 

Guy Emery Shipler2 clearly summarized the importance of this 
political activity of the Vatican when he wrote "No political event 
or circumstance can be evaluated without the knowledge of the 
Vatican’s part in it. And no significant world political situation 
exists in which the Vatican does not play an important, explicit or 
implicit part." 

Here, as in the earlier book, I have endeavoured to present the 
reader with the actual texts upon which my belief rests, in order that 
he might judge of their meaning and implication. Likewise, in 
selecting these quotations, I have had recourse to books and news- 
papers which are not considered hostile to the Holy See, and whose 
testimony is therefore the more convincing. 

2Quoted by Avro Manhattan in The  Vatican and World Politics (Horizon Press, New York). 
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THE  POLITICS OF  THE HOLY  SEE: 

BILL OF INDICTMENT 

THE continuity of the Vatican’s anti-liberal policy. � 
The fatality of its agreement with the Germanic world. 
�  An Italian Member of Parliament exclaims: "The 
Pope’s hands are dripping with blood!" � An inquiry  
into the facts reveals the primordial role of the Vatican 
in the preparation of the two world wars. � The 
result: the irremediable decline of Europe. � Silen ce 
before the crimes, a consequence of papal absolutism. � 
The iron sceptre of the new "oppressor of the peoples". 
�  Curious fate of a religion that was to "liberate souls". 
�  After the war. The Holy See resumes control of the 
Germanic "secular arm". "Nothing has changed. The 
pious Adenauer has replaced Hitler . . .". � 1957: Vast 
gathering of the former SS and Waffen SS of Europe. � 
By means of the "European" plans, the Vatican intends 
to subjugate France to Germany. The means which 
enabled it to weaken her: the war of Indo-China, the 
Suez "coup", the rebellion of North Africa. � The 
same dissolving action in Darkest Africa and Madagascar. 
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Peter since the outbreak of the first world war, and their attitude 
has been invariably the same towards the two rival camps of Europe: 
Western democracies and Central European Empires. But, as will 
be seen, it is no mere partiality for which the Holy See is blamed, 
but first and foremost its decisive role in the preparation of both 
conflicts, its never-failing support of the aggressor. 

The extollers of Pope Pius XII may well cover their faces when an 
Italian Member of Parliament exclaims: "The Pope’s hands are 
dripping with blood!"2 Nevertheless, simply to recall the facts will 
be to build up a terrible indictment of the Vatican. 

In Germany, before 1914, the Catholic Zentrum wholeheartedly 
supported the belligerent preparations of the Imperial Government. 
Its chiefs were already proclaiming Germany’s "great political and 
moral mission" in the world. "In 1914, Cardinal Faulhaber3 declared 
that in effect God was German.’" 

Pope Pius X, in his hatred of the Orthodox Christians, was 
continually inciting Emperor Francis Joseph of Austria-Hungary 
to "chastise the Serbians". After Sarajevo, on 26 July 1914, Baron 
Ritter, Bavarian representative at the Holy See, wrote to his Govern- 
ment : "The Pope approves of Austria’s harsh treatment of Serbia. 
He has no great opinion of the armies of Russia and France in the 
event of a war against Germany. The Cardinal Secretary of State 
does not see when Austria could make war if she does not decide to 
do so now. ..." 

There, in true colours, is the Vicar of Christ, the gentle apostle 
of peace, the Holy Pontiff whom pious authors represent as having 
"died of sorrow at seeing the outbreak of war". 

Pope Pius X was succeeded by Benedict XV, "the ’boche’ Pope". 
His attempts to prevent first Italy and then the United States from 
entering the war alongside the Allies, his intrigues intended to 
divide the Allies, his note for a "stalemate" peace in 1917 (with the 
help of Mgr. Pacelli, Papal Nuncio in Munich) shocked even the 
French Catholics, whose patriotism was still alive. Of course, the 
"boche" Pope took good care not to condemn the violation of 
rights, the torpedoing of neutral ships, or any of the excesses com- 
mitted by the German army. 

2Speech by Laura Diaz, Member of Parliament for Leghorn, delivered on 15 April 1948 at Ortona 
3Adrien Dansette Destin du catholicisme francais (Flamrnarion, Paris, 1957. p. 192). 
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In 1922, Pope Pius XI donned the tiara. The Papacy had lost the 
first war; it was about to prepare for the second. 

What was happening in Europe during the years between the 
two massacres? 

In Italy, secret negotiations took place between papal agents and 
Mussolini, "the man of Providence". The priest don Sturzo, Chief 
of the Catholic Group, had full rights voted to the Duce on 16 
November 1922. Then came the Lateran Treaty, to seal the union 
of Fascism and the Papacy, the conquest of Ethiopia�blessed by 
the clergy�and. on Good Friday 1939, the aggression  against 
Albania. 

In Germany the Papal Nuncio in Berlin, Mgr. Pacelli, and Franz 
von Papen, Privy Chamberlain to the Pope, advocated a "union 
with Rome" and concentrated on the overthrow of the Weimar 
Republic. The German Catholics were hostile to Nazism, but were 
informed that the Pope himself was "favourably disposed towards 
Hitler". Consequently, the Catholic Zentrum, axis of all the parlia- 
mentary majorities, voted full rights to Hitler on 30 January 1933. 
This operation was promptly followed, as in Italy, by the concluding 
of a concordat which was most advantageous to the Roman Church. 
The German Episcopate swore allegiance to the Fuhrer, and Catholic 
youth organizations combined with those of the Nazis. In 1935, the 
Saar voted its re-attachment to the Reich after a favourable electoral 
campaign by the Bishops of Trier and Speyer. Henceforth, the 
principal champion of the Papacy�the Germanic "secu lar arm"� 
visibly gathered strength. 

In Spain, the Virgin appeared here and there, and effigies of Christ 
shed tears. These were unmistakable signs�the Repub lic and its 
impious regime would not last long. On 31 March 1934 the Pact 
of Rome was signed, and pledged the support of Mussolini and 
Hitler for the rebellion. The "holy war" broke out. In 1937, in the 
midst of war, the Vatican gave de jure recognition to the Govern- 
ment of Franco, its sword-bearer, who was later to be decorated 
with the Supreme Order of Christ. "Blessed be the guns if the 
Gospel flowers in their wake!" Soon the Catholic Action was to 
spread its reign of tyranny across the ruined country. Pax Christi! 

In Belgium, once more it was the Catholic Action which, under 
the title of Christus-Rex, implanted a local Nazism and prepared 
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the way for Hitler, the modern Messiah, who was soon to knock, 
a trifle roughly, at the door. Mgr. Picard, Canon Cardijn (later to 
be elevated to the rank of Monseigneur by Pope Pius XII) and their 
protege, the ineffable Leon Degrelle, applied themselves to this 
pious task. 

In France, the spokesmen of Rome gave their blessing to the 
"strong" policies; the Deats, the Doriots, and the Bucards all 
aped the dictators. The fifth column was organized, and already 
Gustave Herve was crying: "Petain is the man for us!"4 

In Austria (which was destined to be the Fuhrer’s first prey), 
the "Christian" chancellors succeeded one another, beginning with 
the Jesuit, Mgr. Seipel. Their reactionary politics were to end, in 
1938, in the country’s being absorbed by Hitler’s Reich. The entire 
Austrian Episcopate, led by Cardinal Innitzer, declared its whole- 
hearted support of the Anschluss. Thus eight million Austrians 
were to help to swell the ranks of German Catholics. 

In Czechoslovakia also, the Roman Church was working for the 
Fuhrer by upholding the separatist Slovaks, at whose head was 
Mgr. Hlinka, with his "Guard" modelled on the Nazi S.A. Hitler 
annexed "Sudeten Germany", dismembered the country, and created 
the satellite state of Slovakia, where a Catholic prelate, Mgr. Tiso, 
played the role of Gauleiter. He promised to organize this state 
"along Christian lines", a policy which found its particular expres- 
sion in the deportation of Slovak Jews to Auschwitz. 

Catholic Poland in its turn succumbed beneath the blows of the 
Fuhrer, without any protest from Pope Pius XII. Indeed, he tried 
to persuade France and England to accept a compromise peace 
that would recognize the amputation of Poland to the benefit of 
Germany. Here again, several more million Catholics would join 
the Reich, and so proportionately strengthen the position of Rome. 

War broke out. In an invaded France, Petain, the "saviour" who 
had long been held in reserve, was raised to power. Then came the 
"collaboration" with Hitler which was unrelentingly urged upon the 
faithful by the French Episcopate, led by Mgr. Suhard, Archbishop 
of Paris. These same bishops advocated enrolment in the LVF 
(Legion  des  Volontaires   Francais).  On   30 July   1941,  Cardinal 

4Francois Ternand  L’ascension politique du marechal Petain (Editions du Livre francais,  Paris 
1946. p. 40). 
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Baudrillart even declared, "Hitler’s war is a noble undertaking". 
In a dismembered Yugoslavia, the temporary victors were carving 

out the pseudo-independent state of Croatia. As in Slovakia, the 
Catholic clergy were well represented in Parliament. Under the 
watchful eyes of Mgr. Stepinac and the Pontifical Legate, Marcone, 
the Jews were being either deported or massacred, and the Orthodox 
Serbs and their clergy exterminated with an unparalleled refinement 
of cruelty, when they were not being "converted" by terror. Catholic 
priests and monks preached murder and even participated in it, and 
Ante Pavelitch, Chief of the Ustashis, was received in great pomp 
by Pope Pius XII. 

In Russia, Hitler’s troops were advancing, and among the SS that 
followed them were the Jesuit converters. 

In Poland, the "Wartheland" which was destined to become the 
territory for German colonization, was scientifically "cleared". All 
Poles who opposed them and especially Jewish Poles, were exter- 
minated; "genocide", by shooting or by gassing, had begun. Mean- 
while, the camps of Auschwitz, Dachau, Belsen and others devoured 
their inmates, who had first been reduced to skeletons. Twenty-five 
million human beings {the official figure recorded by the UN ) perished 
in these hells of slow death, without the Vicar of Christ ever having 
raised his voice. Not only that, but he sent no chaplains to these 
camps. 

Then came the Peace! 
Questioned later, Pope Pius XII was to say that he knew nothing 

of the German atrocities; as he doubtless knew nothing of those of 
Croatia and Slovakia; as�in 1933�when, as Mgr. Pace lli, he knew 
nothing of the pogroms, the ever-increasing assassinations in 
Germany, or the 40,000 persons already detained in forty-five 
camps by the Fuhrer, who had promised him that he would "muzzle 
the anti-clericals". 

But during the trials at Nuremberg, when these atrocities had 
been laid bare before the eyes of the whole world, by millions of 
testimonies, irrefutable documents, and films haunting in their 
horror, what did he do but fly to the aid of the guilty? He saved 
Franz von Papen, "the man who knew too much", and with him 
some of the worst criminals�or, rather, some of the  best workers 
for the "good cause"�those who must be saved for th e future. 
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Likewise, he sheltered the fleeing murderers in his convents, and 
later sent them with false passports to safe asylums. Thus, thanks 
to him, the leader of the bloodthirsty Ustashis, Ante Pavelitch, "the 
man with twenty kilograms of human eyes", the monster whom 
Pope Pius XII covered with good wishes and blessings during four 
years of massacre, was able to go to Argentina and peacefully enjoy 
the wealth that had been plundered from his victims! 

There are laws for the punishment of those who conceal wrong- 
doers and help them to escape the investigations of the police, and, 
above all, there are laws to prevent the association of such wrong- 
doers and the preparation of crimes. But the Pope is above the 
Law.5 

This is implicity recognized by Camille Cianfarra6, who writes: 
"The prestige of the Sovereign Pontiff is so great that, should he 
ever commit any serious offences in the pursuit of a policy fore- 
doomed to failure, he could nevertheless always count upon the 
undying devotion and loyalty of the clergy and of his flock." 

*        *        * 

In this book we shall expose the "serious offences" committed 
by the Papacy over a period of thirty years or so. They are so serious, 
indeed, that they have ended in the most appalling massacres and 
in the irreparable decline of Europe. So serious and so obvious 
were they that during the Italian electoral campaign of April 1948, 
Emilio Bonetti declared, "The Pope is a war criminal!" 

How is it conceivable after this that the "undying devotion" of 
the clergy and of faithful Catholics should have remained unaffected? 
So far as the clergy were concerned, it is not inconceivable if one 
recalls that even in the seventeenth century, Nickel, the Jesuit 
General, wrote in his Instructions: "Let us forget our native land... . 
The Company cannot continue if the national spirit is not entirely 
uprooted." But did the faithful also treat the interests of their country 
and the lives of their children so lightly, as soon as the Roman 
Curia thought fit to sacrifice them to its geopolitical plans? Was 

5The French have every opportunity to see this in Algeria today, where with complete impunity 
certain representatives of His Holiness are assisting the rebellion, printing tracts and concealing 
hunted murderers who, once the alarm is over, will go and find other victims. (AUTHOR’S NOTE.) 

6La guerre el le Vatican (Le Portulan, Paris 1946. p. 85). 
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their "loyalty" towards the Sovereign Pontiff capable of overriding 
all natural sentiments, even to the extent of making them completely 
indifferent to atrocities so monstrous that they ought to have 
revolted�let us not say their Christian charity (th at would be 
sarcastic)�but their ordinary humanity ? 

Must it be said that the flock refused to recognize, in all these 
calamities, the sempiternal stamp of Rome? Actually, it would be 
most interesting to know what can be opposed�other than idle 
words�to this mass of proofs which establishes its guilt, from the 
warlike incitements addressed to Francis Joseph, which were to 
start the first world war, to the shameless rescue of the criminals 
of the second. Can one deny the fact that first Mussolini, and then 
Hitler, were raised to power, by identical means, by don Sturzo 
and the Catholic Zentrum ? Can one deny the enthusiastic adherence 
of the episcopates to the dictatorial regimes, the obstinate silence 
of the Pope at the time of the Fascist and Nazi aggressions; the 
attempts to reach "peace" in order to ensure the dictators possession 
of their plunder, the refusal to condemn the massacre of innocent 
populations, and the horrors of the death camps ? 

Furthermore, how is it possible to mistake the direct assistance 
which Pope Pius XII rendered in the perpetration of these atrocities, 
by "lending" certain of his prelates, to become pro-Nazi agents 
such as Mgr. Hlinka, and Gauleiters such as Mgr. Tiso; by sending 
his personal Nuncio to Croatia to supervise, with Mgr. Stepinac, 
the "work" of Ante Pavelitch and his Ustashis? For, wherever one 
looks, one sees the same "edifying" spectacle. 

Yet the faithful were silent in the face of so many crimes. Is this 
not the most deadly of all the results of papal absolutism? To be 
sure, we know that His Holiness makes infallible ex cathedra 
declarations upon faith and morals by virtue of the direct communi- 
cation which he maintains with the Paraclete�at lea st since 1870.7 

But the decrees that he fulminates under this lofty inspiration do not 
in principle cover political questions and all the more when such 
matters concern the very life of the country. A Catholic is not 
obliged in conscience�as far as we know, at least�t o say a quiet 
"Amen" to machinations of the Vatican which are directed against 

7The dogma of the Pope’s infallibility was proclaimed in 1870 by the Council of the Vatican. 
(AUTHOR’S NOTE.) 
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French gold and French prestige, and that the wasting of these 
assets was in no way displeasing to the tiara-wearing Machiavelli 
reigning in Rome. 

In Dark Africa, in Madagascar, the same kind of activity was 
openly undertaken against France through the trickery of the 
clergy and the missionaries. None the less, people who are still 
unable to govern themselves are incited to rebellion without a 
thought being given to the anarchical disorder that will follow in 
the wake of a premature "independence". Would the Church be 
counting upon replacing French protection by a "theocracy" of its 
own?1 

We are doubtful whether the latter could be "implanted and adapt 
itself", to use the terms dear to the geopoliticians of the Sacristy. 
It seems to us that, deprived of Western support, among these 
peoples who are naturally little inclined to the apostolic "doctrine" 
the Roman Church will experience some bitter disappointments. 
These peoples�young as they are�might in turn wish to know the 
meaning of Pax Christi, as did a certain other people (in this in- 
stance, of very ancient culture), as we are told by La Croix: "The 
Indians do not see the Papacy as a spiritual guide. In their mind, any 
(ink with the Papacy must mean that India will he drawn into foreign 
wars".12 

It must be admitted that the Indians have penetrating minds. Will 
there come a time when the western peoples, returning to wisdom, 
will also examine the Vatican question, calmly, in the light of 
history? If so, they will then see, from a mere examination of the 
facts, the following: that the Roman Church, rapacious, warlike, 
stirring up conflicts, turning to her own benefit�w ith unfailing 
perfidy�the interests and passions of the world, fa r from fulfilling 
her mission of guardianship, has always been the worst sower of 
discord among the nations she claims to pacify and unite. 

11Francois Mejan Le Vatican est-il contrel a France d’outre-mer? (Fischbacber, Paris 1958). 
12La Croix, 8 January 1955 
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CHAPTER I 

THE EUROPEAN SITUATION 

ON  THE EVE OF 1914 

THE Triple Alliance. � Pope Pius X, Pope of the 
Austro-Germans. � Papal absolutism: the fatality of  
clericalism. � The rapprochement between the Vatica n 
and Berlin. � The Catholic Zentrum supports Prussia n 
militarism. � The Vatican’s marked hostility toward s 
France. � President Loubet’s journey to Rome. � The  
Pope refuses to receive him. � The Vatican does not  
favour a Franco-Italian rapprochement that would 
weaken the Triple Alliance. � The Law of Separation  
of Church from State is promulgated in France. � Th e 
break with the Vatican. � France is treated as Enem y 
No. 1 by the Papacy. � Mgr. Cristiani, or the art o f 
falsifying history. 
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"The claims of the Roman Catholic Church imply 
a rebellion against modern civilization and an 
intention to destroy it, at the risk of destroying 
society itself To he able to submit themselves to 
these claims, men need the souls of slaves!" 

J. W. DRAPER. 
Professor at the University of New York 

"Germany is the element upon which the Holy 
Father can and must base great hopes." 

MGR. FRUHWIRTH. 

"One has to fight with fists. In a duel, blows are neither 
counted nor measured. . . . War is not fought with 
charity." POPE PIUS X. 

EVER since 1882, the Triple Alliance had united Germany, Austria 
and Italy. Just what this union signified for each, Count Carlo 
Sforza, former Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom of Italy, 
reveals to us in his book "LTtalie telle que je l’ai vue"1: 

" ’A treaty’, wrote Bismarck to Kalnoky on 10 February 1887, 
’will always have its gaps, even if it is most meticulously drafted; 
when necessary, there will always be a way of evading the clearest 
stipulations. At present, it is important for us that, should Austria- 
Hungary enter into war with Russia, she be assured of non-aggres- 
sion by Italy. That can be obtained only through Italian neutrality’. 
These two sentences reveal the idea of an offensive war against Russia, 
something which Italy would never have accepted. . . ." 

Sforza goes on to describe the secret satisfaction with which news 
of the assassination of Archduke Francois-Ferdinand at Sarajevo 
was received not only by the Emperor, thus relieved of his dynastic 
problems arising from the Archduke’s morganatic marriage, but 
also by the camarilla of the Court of Vienna and the magnates of 
Hungary, who saw in this assassination the long-awaited pretext 
for crushing Serbia. 

The proof, he asserts, is given us by the wording of the Viennese 
memorandum aimed at ensuring the support of Germany’s armed 

1Grasset, Paris 1946, pp. 30 et seq. 
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forces in the event of an Austro-Serbian war. Drafted before the 
assassination, and submitted to William II shortly after the event, 
it bore a post-script which pointed to this murder as proof of the 
irreconcilable antagonism existing between the Monarchy and 
Serbia. 

Vienna took great care not to send the memorandum to her other 
ally, democratic Italy. Indeed, it was recalled therein that shortly 
before the Treaty of Bucarest, which, in 1913, sanctioned the 
Serbian annexations in Macedonia and the transfer of Salonica to 
Greece, the Ambassador of Austria-Hungary in Rome, Merey, 
announced to Marquis San Giuliano, without any psychological 
preparation whatsoever, the Monarchy’s decision to attack Serbia. 
Prime Minister Giolitti replied that, in such an eventuality, the 
casus foederis would not be justified, and insisted that Germany 
should dissuade Austria from throwing herself into this perilous 
venture. 

"Without Giolitti’s firm and dignified reply the European war 
would have broken out a year earlier," adds Sforza. 

It will later be seen how Emperor Francis Joseph was pushed 
into this aggression against Serbia by Pope Pius X. But it should 
first of all be seen under what conditions the latter received the tiara. 

The Austro-Germans want a pro-German Pope 

"It was commonly thought," writes Rene Bazin2 of the Academie 
franchise, "that Cardinal Rampolla would be elected. ... He was 
considered as being favourable to France. . . . When, on the morning 
of 2 August 1903, the cardinals were gathered in the Sistine Chapel, 
Cardinal Puzyna. having accepted from the old Emperor of Austria, 
Francis Joseph, the task of preventing the election of Cardinal 
Rampolla, read out a passage in Latin, asserting that his sovereign 
was opposed to this designation. His disregard for reality was such 
that he declared himself honoured by his mission. It might have been 
hoped that these old abuses of secular power would remain in the 
history we read, and not pass into that which we live. Feelings ran 
high. Cardinal Rampolla immediately replied: ’I regret that, in a 
pontifical election, a serious blow has been struck by a lay power at 

2Pie X (Flammarion, Paris 1928. pp. 57 el seq.) 



THE EUROPEAN SITUATION ON THE EVE OF 1914 31 

the liberty of the Church and the dignity of the College of Cardinals, 
and I therefore protest most energetically....’ 

"The evening’s poll yielded 35 votes for Guiseppe Sarto (Pius X) 
as against 16 for the Cardinal Rampolla. The following morning, 
4 August 1903, he was elected by fifty votes. . . . The Pope’s corona- 
tion took place in St. Peter’s, on the morning of 9 August. . . . 
Cardinal Macchi placed the tiara on the Pontiff’s head, saying: 

’Receive the tiara of the three crowns, and know that thou art 
the father of princes and of kings, the world’s judge. . . .’ " 

In the circumstances, this stock phrase was cruelly ironical, 
when�apparently at least�the entire Conclave had ju st bowed to 
the will of His Apostolic Majesty, the Emperor of Austria, King of 
Hungary. 

The word "apparently" is stressed, for if the fact of the Austrian 
intervention is confirmed by the eminent historian Adrien Dansette,3 

Charles Ledre,4 the Catholic writer, does not think that the inter- 
vention was really necessary ... to convince the converted. Indeed, 
according to him, "it is useless to introduce, by way of explanation, 
the veto imposed by Austria�in basic agreement with  Germany� 
at the election of Cardinal Rampolla. . . . Among the cardinals 
resolved to prevent Rampolla from acceding to the pontifical 
throne, were included many politicians�partisans of  the Triple 
Alliance." 

Pope Pius X clearly proved this, when upon his accession, he 
chose as Secretary of State, Cardinal Merry del Val, Spanish prelate 
and avowed Germanophile, contrary to the custom which requires 
that the new pope keep in this post the incumbent who occupied it 
under his predecessor. But, this happened to be Mgr. Rampolla. 

Father Brugerette5 says of the new Pontiff: 
"He took the name of Pope Pius X and the choice of this name, 

which brought back memories of Pius IX, was the presage of the 
government which was to render the new pontificate illustrious . . . 
Following the example of Pius IX, Pius X will in turn prove to be a 
"non possumus" pope, regarding as primordial . . . the principles of 
authority upon which he had based his government." 

3Histoire religieuse de la France contemporaine (Flammanon, Paris 1951, p. 317). 
4Un siecle sous la tiare (Bibliotheque catholique Amiot-Dumont, Paris 1955, p. 36). 
5Le pretre francais et la societe contemporaine. Nihil obstat et Imprimatur, Paris 1935 (P. Lethielleux 
Paris 1935, Vol. II. p. 521). 
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Indeed, very soon this authoritarian character began to show 
itself, and not only in religious matters. 

Papal absolutism 

" ’We shall not hide from you, declared Pius X, on 9 November 
1903, ’that We are certain to shock some people when We say that We 
shall of necessity interest Ourselves in politics. . . .’ After that, what 
limits could be fixed to the power of the Papacy ? Where is a clerical 
policy thus justified in its principles, to end ?"6 

"Pius X has published a new ’Syllabus’ of 65 heresies", writes 
Father Fremont7 . . . "Pius X has just excommunicated whosoever 
will not accept his encyclical ’PascendV. Whosoever does not accept 
it in its entirety, with all its implications, is excommunicated. But 
in that case the encyclical is absolutely authentic? ... It is therefore 
of the nature of revealed truth? . . . Pius X wants the bishops to be 
absolute masters of Catholic activity in their dioceses, in the three 
spheres of religion, politics and social policy". 

Thus the "Syllabus" of Pius IX and the encyclical "Pascendi" of 
Pius X confirm the papal refusal to recognize the sovereignty of lay 
society and Human Rights. 

Pierre Cazenave,8 who asks himself whether the Catholic Church 
can avoid having some political influence, notes that, on account 
of her international character, every state has to meet her not only 
inside its frontiers, but also in the larger world of international 
politics, and he adds: "If it is fighting her within its frontiers, it runs 
the risk of having rise up against it a neighbouring state which has 
been seized by the Church or has given itself to her. . . ." 

This indeed, as will be seen, is what happened to France in 
1914 and in 1939. 

Frddeiic Hoffet9, also, has clearly shown the fatality of this 
intrusion of the Roman clergy in the political field: "Catholicism is 
clerical and political in its very essence. Catholicism and clericalism 
are two interchangeable terms... The Roman concept of the Church 
treats every true believer as a soldier at the service of the ecclesi- 

6Adrien Danaette, op. cit., p. 319. 
7Father Fremont, by A. Siegfried (Alcan, Paris 1932, Vol. II, pp. 494, 506, 671). 
8La Tribune des Nations, 7 December 1956. 
9L’equivoque catholique (Fischbacher, Paris 1956, pp. 197 and 198). 
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astical institution, a soldier who, like all others, does not choose his 
weapons.. . . 

"Anticlericalism is not the diabolical invention of Voltatrean 
minds, the enemies of religion . . .  it simply expresses the will of free 
men to shake off the yoke of a Church who, proclaiming herself 
the sole possessor of truth, insists on their submitting themselves 
to her and on their governments’ accepting her authority". 

This authority was powerful in Austria-Hungary, and the Holy 
See was at the same time working for its establishment in Germany, 
through the famous Zentrum (the Catholic Party) whose activity, 
inspired by the Vatican, was to prove decisive in the preparation 
of the first, and later of the second, world war. 

The relations of the Holy Eucharist with the House of Habsburg 

"Before the first world war," writes Jean Bruhat10, "the Vatican’s 
feelings were decidedly in favour of Austria-Hungary and Germany. 
Austria-Hungary was the great Catholic power par excellence. . . . 
Francis Joseph, who had come to power during the revolution of 
1848, found in the Vatican an understanding friend and an efficient 
ally. The Roman Catholic Church had become a remarkable force 
for discipline, policy and government in the Habsburg monarchy. 
’Certainly,’ Maurice Pernot insists,11 ’there was marvellous agree- 
ment between the policy of Vienna and that of Rome’." 

"Must we recall to mind the great Eucharistic Congress held in 
Vienna in 1912? The old Emperor Francis Joseph followed the 
state carriage in which the Pope’s legate was carrying the Holy 
Sacrament, and a Jesuit Father delivered a sermon on the theme: 
"The relations of the Holy Eucharist with the House of Habsburg’. 
Now, Czechs and Slovaks were living under the domination of the 
Habsburgs who had separated them in an attempt to divide them. 
To the feudal Magyars had been left the task of oppressing the 
Slovaks, in which they were assisted by the Vatican and the great 
ecclesiastical hierarchy. The Pope accepted a situation in which 
they had not a single bishop of their own nationality; he acquiesced 
in the banning of the use of the national language in schools and 

10 Le Vatican contre les peuples ("Paralitica", 21 December 1930). 
11Le Saint Siege l’Eglise catholique et la politique mondiale. 
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colleges (even during recreation periods); and he allowed the im- 
prisonment of country priests who had remained faithful to the 
Czech and Slovak national ideal as well as to their faith. 

". . . In 1886, the Centre�the German Catholic Part y�was 
against Bismarck’s military plans. Leo XIII intervened in German 
home affairs in Bismarck’s favour. His Secretary of State wrote to 
the Nuncio of Munich: ’In view of the forthcoming revision of 
religious legislation which, we have reasons to think, will be effected 
in a conciliatory way, the Holy Father hopes that the Centre will 
do all in its power to promote the bill for a military septennate’. 

". . . In point of fact," as Marc Bonnet12 remarks, "it was for 
reasons other than religious that the Vatican turned towards the 
Habsburg monarchy and the Hohenzollern Empire. The central 
European empires represented principles of order, hierarchy and 
preservation that were dear to the Papacy". "Germany," said Mgr. 
Fruhwirth in 1914, "is a country upon which the Holy Father can 
and must base great hopes". 

This is confirmed by a Catholic author, Joseph Rovan:13 

"German diplomats made representations�it was alrea dy an 
old habit�at the Vatican in order that the Pope mig ht bring his 
influence to bear upon the Zentrum (Catholic Party) in favouring the 
military plans. . . . The German Catholics were sure to talk of the 
great "political mission of Germany, which was at the same time a 
universal spiritual mission. ’France was arming for war, Germany 
in order to maintain peace; France’s policy was that of an imperial- 
istic power, Germany’s that of Right and of peaceful work’! These 
words, written after the first world war by Karl Bachem, who for 
thirty years was one of the Zentrum’s principal parliamentary 
leaders before becoming its historian, show better than lengthy 
commentaries just how far the German Catholics shared a viewpoint 
attributable to insidious nationalism. . . ." 

"Under the stimulus of Lieber (Chief of the Zentrum), the Zen- 
trum supported the Government’s military, naval and colonial 
policy. . . . The Zentrum was equally responsible for prolonging a 
reign which, from vain boasting to weakness and from aggressive 

12Marc Bonnet:  La papauti contemporaine. 1946, p. 90. 
13Le catholicisme politique en Allemagne (Editions du Seuil, Paris 1956, pp. 150 et seq). 
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speeches to naval armaments, ended in leading Germany to 
catastrophe... 

"The Zentrum allowed the Emperor (William II) to start ’his’ 
war against China in 1900, as if it were a personal matter, without 
Parliament being called upon to vote the necessary funds, and 
tolerated similar abuses in 1906 during the violent ’pacification’ of 
South West Africa... 

"On the eve of the world catastrophe, German Catholics were 
participating fully in the material progress of their country, but 
they also bore a large part of its responsibilities. . . . The 1914 war 
broke out with the suddenness and brutality of a natural catastrophe 
. . . the Zentrum entered into the war convinced that its cause was 
well founded and sure of the purity and moral rectitude of its country’s 
leaders, of the coincidence of its programme and plan with the aims 
of eternal justice. 

" ’If ever a war was just’, writes Karl Bachem, jurist, Deputy and 
Zentrum historiographer, ’it was the Great War, so far as Germany 
and Austria were concerned’. That was the unanimous conviction 
of the Zentrum." 

"Carried away by the enthusiasm that was roused by the first 
great German victories, some of the Zentrum’s most reputable 
leaders succumbed to the mirage of a ’victorious peace’ and prop- 
agated the idea of mass annexations destined to provide an invincible 
foundation for German hegemony in Europe. 

"On 1 November 1917 the old ’centrist’ leader, Baron�now 
Count�de Hertling, is nominated Chancellor. A decor ated 
parliamentarian, an ’ultramontane’ leader, occupying Bismarck’s 
place! . . ." 

The accession of a Catholic to such a high function indeed speaks 
volumes on the long road travelled in Germany since the famous 
Kulturkampf, the battle for culture . . . and against the Roman 
Church, which had been so roughly handled by the "iron chancellor". 
In this "Prussified" empire, with its mainly Lutheran population, 
the Holy See had nevertheless managed to acquire a great prestige 
by its endless complacency in supporting and encouraging the plans 
of the warlike camarilla. 

On the other hand, and in consequence, one may say, its attitude 
towards France was entirely hostile. This was particularly noticeable 
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during President Loubet’s visit to Rome. It should be remembered 
that the Papacy was refusing to relent towards Italy for having, 
after its unification, established its capital at Rome, the former 
Pontifical State which it had occupied, and this led to the excom- 
munication of the Italian royal family. Now Delcasse, the French 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, was seeking a rapprochement with 
Italy: 

"After the visit of Victor Emmanuel III to Paris," writes Adrien 
Dansette,14 "which took place from 14 to 19 October 1903, the 
funds for President Loubet’s visit to Rome were voted almost 
unanimously. ’Our actions are as offenceless as our intentions’, 
Delcasse explained; and he pointed out ’how very dangerous it 
would be to let France believe that she could live in friendly relation- 
ship with the Supreme Head of the Catholic Church only at the 
price of neglecting or even sacrificing French interests...." 

"President Loubet arrived in the Eternal City on 24 April 1904... 
He would very much have liked to be received by the Pope; but ’an 
inflexible protocol’ forbade this and it was in vain that during the 
preceding months, several French prelates had been trying to arrange 
the matter with Pius X. ... On 28 April, Cardinal Merry del Val 
sent an indignant note of protest to the chancelleries. . . . Even the 
most moderate newspapers, such as Les Debats, criticized the 
Vatican’s attitude, since President Loubet’s journey had been 
undertaken for a ’serious political reason’." 

The warning symptoms of the first world war 
Charles Ledrd15 says on this subject: "The drama draws near to 

its crisis. On 4 May, l’Osservatore Romano announced that the 
Holy See had protested to the French Government and that it had 
communicated its protest to the Catholic powers. What was the 
object of such a step? To prevent Loubet’s precedent from becoming 
a habit. . . . Could the pontifical diplomats be unaware of this 
decisively important rapprochement which, after President Loubet’s 
visit to Rome, was now becoming clearly apparent?" 

This was precisely where the Holy Father’s shoe pinched. The 
ill-humour so violently manifested on pretext of "protocol" had 

14Op.   cit.,   pp. 327 et seq. 
15Un siecle sons la tiare (Bibliotheque catholique Amiot-Dumont, Paris 1955, pp. 124 et seq.). 
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in reality a far deeper cause: the Franco-Italian rapprochement, 
which was about to breach the Triple Alliance and so to weaken 
the "secular arm" of Austria-Germany. 

There is, incidentally, clear proof of the Vatican’s dishonesty in 
this question. The Pope was unable, according to the Vatican, to 
receive a head of state who, by visiting the King of Italy and Rome, 
appeared to recognize the legitimacy of the "usurpation" of that 
former Pontifical State. In fact, however, there had been precedents: 
on two occasions a head of state�William II�had bee n received 
at Rome by the King of Italy and the Pope at the same time. . . . 
Mgr. Cristiani,16 a prelate shortly to be mentioned again, alludes to 
this in his recent book: 

"Upon his accession, the new Emperor William II, when visiting 
his ally, the King of Italy, insisted also upon paying an official visit 
to the Pope, on 12 October 1888, a gesture which he was to repeat 
in 1903." 

The same thing had happened with Edward VII, King of England, 
and with the Tzar. 

This shows the value of the plea of "inflexible protocol" invoked 
by the Roman Curia. 

Pope Pius X provokes France 

"The French papers are in a bad temper. . . . Only the Croix 
continues to stigmatize the Republic",17 wrote Yvon Lapaquellerie. 

As a result of a storm of abuse from the press, the French Ambas- 
sador was dismissed; relations with the Vatican became increasingly 
strained; and, two years later, Parliament was voting a law of 
separation of the Church from the State. Thus for the Roman Church 
France became Enemy No. 1. 

Mein Kampf 

Adrien Dansette18 reports the following: 
"On 11 February 1906, the Pope promulgated the encyclical 

’Vehementer’. It condemns the principle of separation. . . . Despite 

16Le Vatican politique (Les Editions du Centurion, Paris 1957. p. 90), Nihil obstat. 19 April 1956, 
Imprimatur, 15 June 1956. 

17Emile Combes (Flammarion, Paris 1929, p. 215). 
18Histoire religieuse de la France contemporaine. pp. 357. 355. 
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the opinion of the French cardinals, it also condemns the methods. 
. . . He was to joke at the beginning of 1907, in front of Camille 
Bellaigue (Pope Pius X’s confidant): 

�Holy Father, what are you going to do in the Frenc h affair? 
�Teach the French Government a lesson, of course. 
This startled Bellaigue: 
�Oh! Holy Father, do you really think of doing that  ? 
�Oh, yes, it has been in my mind a long time. . . .  
"Some years later he was to say: ’Those people (the Liberals) want 

to be flattered and handled with velvet gloves. But one has to fight 
with fists. In a duel, blows are neither counted nor measured. . . . War 
is not fought with charity; it is a battle, a duel. . . ." 

This is the duel which began in 1914, continued in 1939 and still 
goes on today, especially with the "stab in the back" that is being 
dealt by the Vatican in Algeria. The lasting character of the Church’s 
hatred is seen again in what a "prelate of His Holiness"�as he 
calls himself�dares to write today on the origin of  the first world 
war. 

Mgr. Cristiani, or the art of falsifying history 

"Through a strangely blind and ill-considered policy, our country 
seemed to take pleasure in provoking the bellicose appetites of its 
redoubtable neighbour . . . indeed, the Franco-Russian alliance 
seemed to threaten Germany with encirclement. . . ."19 

It is easy to recognize in this the everlasting slogan, dear to both 
William II and Hitler. Nor need we be surprised to see it issue 
from the pen of one of His Holiness’s prelates. Nevertheless we take 
the liberty of reminding this monseigneurial historian of a few dates. 

The alliance between Germany and Austria-Hungary had been 
in existence from 1879. Italy joined the two central empires in 1882, 
thus constituting the Triple Alliance. France, on the other hand, 
was alone, without an ally, in face of this bloc, and she put an end 
to her isolation�wrongly, according to Mgr. Cristia ni, and "through 
a strangely blind and ill-considered policy"�by all ying herself with 
Russia in 1894. 

19Mgr. Cristiani:     Le Vatican politique (Les Editions du Centurion. Paris 1957, pp. 102, 128), 
Nihil obstat. 19 April 1956, Imprimatur, 15 June 1956. 
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Such is the Vatican�not to say the German�brand of history, 
which is taught to the children of France in the so-called "free" 
schools. It is understandable that the "sectarians" who have been 
so much disgraced should not be enthusiastic about it. 

Before leaving this historian and prelate�who may b e French, 
but is certainly a Francophobe�let us glean from hi m a few more 
lines on the subject of the 1914 conflict: 

"There were even those who dared to put out what was called 
the ’infamous rumour’, by which evilly disposed people tried to 
pin on to the Church and the clergy the responsibility for the terrible 
scourge of the war. . . ."20 

Infamous rumour! That sounds fine. In this vengeful expression 
the adjective and noun go very well together, and its euphony 
cannot be impeached. But can we say as much for its truth? This 
will be seen in the following chapter. 

20Ibid. 
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PIUS  X  CAUSES THE OUTBREAK OF  WAR 

A pious fable: Pius X tries to avoid war and dies of 
grief when it comes. � Refutation of the fable by 
official documents: despatches from Count Palffy, 
Prince Schonburg and Baron Ritter. � Count Sforza’s  
comments. � Reasons for the Vatican’s bellicose 
attitude. � Pius X and his Secretary of State, Merr y del 
Val, incite the Emperor of Austria to war while anticipat- 
ing the extension of the conflict. � The Roman Chur ch 
inaugurates the era of the great massacres. 
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"The Pope approves of Austria’s harsh treatment of 
Serbia. The Cardinal Secretary of State does not 
see when Austria could make war if she does not 
decide to do so now." 

BARON RITTER. 

THE following may be read in the current "Concise Holy History" 
used in parochial catechisms: 

"Pius X did all he could to prevent the war of 1914 and died of 
grief when he forsaw the evils it was about to unleash." 

The fable is touching and has been thoroughly exploited by 
apologist writers. 

At the risk of being taken for impious "rationalists", we shall 
take the liberty of drawing aside the honourable veil of fable in an 
attempt to clarify this question. 

Let us first of all consult Abbe Brugerette,1 an historian entirely 
free from the suspicion of anti-papist leanings: 

"Pius X, who was extremely severe towards certain modernizing 
innovators, thought it better to abstain from all rigorous measures 
against the instigators of war, contrarily to those who prayed for 
one of those official and tragic excommunications which, in the 
Middle Ages, brought consternation into the souls of guilty kings 
and released subjects from their oath of allegiance. Was not Serbia, 
it was asked, a sufficient reason for the Pope to intervene ? Could he, 
should he, suffer an empire of fifty million men to prepare to crush 
a small neighbouring people of barely five million, a people which, 
to keep the peace, ever since 25 July, had given almost complete 
satisfaction to Austrian demands ? " 

But it cannot be denied that Pope Pius X did not condemn this 
abuse of power. 

Actually, there were already two camps, two blocs in Europe: 
one, that of the Western democracies, and the other, that of the 
imperialist and reactionary Central European Powers. No one had 
any doubt as to which side Pius X would support, and Pierre 
Dominique,2 on the authority of Count Sforza’s Memoirs and of 

1Le pretre francais et la societe contemporaine, Nihil obstat. 6 October 1937, Imprimatur, 11 
October 1937. (P. Lethielleux, Paris 1938, Vol. III, p. 548.) 
2La politique des Jesuites (Grasset, Paris 1955, pp. 245-246). 
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diplomatic documents, shows how far the Vatican was from con- 
sidering conciliation: 

"But let us listen to this tocsin of 2 August 1914. . . . What did 
it mean for the Habsburgs? That Serbia, an Orthodox people, should 
be chastised. The prestige of Austria-Hungary, of the Habsburgs� 
who, with the Bourbons of Spain, were the Jesuits’ last prop�and 
especially that of the heir, their man Francis Ferdinand, would 
thereby be greatly strengthened. For Rome, the matter was assuming 
an almost religious importance; the apostolic monarchy’s success 
over tzarism might be considered as Rome’s victory over the 
Eastern schism.... 

"We have access to a certain number of documents", continues 
Pierre Dominique, "whose analysis shows beyond doubt that, at 
least in the beginning, the Vatican looked with satisfaction upon a 
venture in which the crushing of Serbia would have entailed a 
decrease in the influence of Russia, whose prestige the Roman 
Church detested. . . . In these conversations the Secretary of State 
spoke explicitly in the name of the Pope, who, he informed the Austrian 
representative, deplored the fact that Austria had not before this 
inflicted upon the Serbs the punishment they deserved.." 

Indeed, the despatch of 29 July 1914 from Count Palffy, Austrian 
Charge d’Affaires at the Vatican, to Count Berchtold, Austrian 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, leaves no doubt that Pope Pius X and 
the Curia wanted war. Here is the document:3 

"In times of extreme political tension such as those we are now 
going through, human fantasy runs away with itself, redoubles its 
intensity and soon goes beyond the limits of common sense. Thus 
the last few days there has again been a rumour that Pope Pius X 
had intervened in the Serbian conflict and had been in touch with 
His Apostolic Imperial Majesty, entreating him to spare the Christian 
nations the horrors of war. An argument based on such absurd 
premises is of course bound to lead to the conclusion, as logical as 
it is erroneous, that there was in fact intervention by the Pope. 
The real opinion of the Curia is not without interest. When, two 
days ago, I went to the Cardinal Secretary of State, he did, of course, 
speak about the serious questions and problems that at present 

3Veroffentlichungen der Kommission fur neuere Geschichte Osterreichs, 26 Wien�Leipzig 1930 
pp. 893 and 894. 
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preoccupy the whole of Europe. His Eminence’s conversation bore 
no sign of any particular goodwill or moderation. He unreservedly 
approved the note addressed to Serbia, and he indirectly expressed 
the hope that the Monarchy would hold out to the end. ’It goes without 
saying’, remarked the Cardinal, ’that it is regrettable that Serbia 
should not have been brought low a long time ago.’’ This declaration is 
equally consonant with the Pope’s opinion: many a time during the 
past year His Holiness has expressed his regret that Austria-Hungary 
should have missed the opportunity to subdue its Danubian neighbour". 

Austria’s representative at the Vatican then endeavours to justify 
the attitude of Pope Pius X with arguments which, according to 
Pierre Dominique,4 Count Sforza reports in these terms: 

"One might well ask oneself why the Catholic Church adopts 
such a bellicose attitude. The answer is very simple. The Pope and 
the Curia see in Serbia a consuming disease which, little by little, 
has penetrated to the very marrow of the Monarchy and which, 
in time, would end by disintegrating it . . . Austria-Hungary is and 
remains the Catholic state par excellence, the strongest buttress of 
religion that is now left to the Church. For the Church the fall of 
this buttress would mean the loss of her strongest support; she 
would see the fall of her most devoted champion in the battle against 
Orthodoxy . . . In the light of this fact, it is not difficult to forge a 
link between the apostolic feelings and the spirit of war.’" 

To this overwhelming document may be added another, no less 
official, establishing premeditation, on the part of Pope Pius X, in 
causing the outbreak of war. In July 1913, after the signature of 
the Peace of Bucarest, Austria-Hungary was already threatening 
to attack Serbia, and it was the turn of the Austrian prince Schonburg 
to go and acquaint himself with the feelings of the Vatican on the 
subject. This is how he reports5 to Count Berchtold the conversations 
that he had there at the end of October and on 3 November 1913: 

"Among the first subjects tackled by the Cardinal Secretary of 
State during our interview last week, as was to be expected, was 
the question of Serbia. The Cardinal began by expressing his joy at 
the energetic and commendable attitude which we have recently 
adopted.   During  today’s audience (upon  which  I  have  made  a 

4Op. cit., pp. 247 and 248. 
5Document P.A. XI/291. 
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separate report, see document A), His Holiness, who began the 
interview by mentioning the energetic step we have taken at Belgrade, 
made several very characteristic remarks. ’Certainly,’ then said His 
Holiness, ’Austria-Hungary would have done better to punish the 
Serbs for all the mistakes that have been made." 

*        *        * 

Far be it from us to question the good faith of the Holy Father’s 
apologists. At the same time, we cannot help asking by what miracle 
are his unequivocal appeals for war transformed, in their eyes, into 
appeals for peace? Let us confess in all humility that we are unable 
to explain this fantastic state of affairs. But no matter: we have 
now established, beyond all possible question, with official records, 
the way in which Pius X "did all he could to prevent the war of 1914". 

Might it be said, nevertheless, in an attempt to excuse him, that 
he was hoping to see the conflict limited to Austria-Hungary and 
Serbia? Let us hear the pious Rene Bazin,6 of the Academie francaise, 
another author who cannot be suspected of bias against the Vatican: 

"Pius X ruled the Church from 4 August 1903 to 20 August 1914. 
On 2 June of that year, he entered his eightieth year. The war was 
approaching. He had forseen this upheaval of the world; he had 
more than once said to Cardinal Merry del Val, who used to bring 
him diplomatic despatches and other papers of the previous day, 
whenever he was explaining some serious question: 

" What is that, compared with what is to come ? The Great War is 
coming: 1914 will not be over before it breaks out. 

"To the Minister of Brazil, who was taking leave of him, Pius X 
said: ’You are fortunate’, the Pope told him, ’you will not see the 
Great War at close quarters.’ 

"The diplomat, struck by this remark, wrote to several of his 
friends about it. Less than three months later, five nations were 
mobilizing their armies, and Germany was invading Belgium." 

Can it be maintained, after this, that the Holy Father did not 
foresee the extension of the conflict? On the contrary, he foresaw 
it so well, that he expressly mentioned it before a diplomat, during 
an interview recorded in another official document which is quoted 

6Pie X (Flammarion. Paris 1928, pp. 88 and 89) 
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by Count Sforza and Pierre Dominique:7 "The day before, on 26 
July, Baron Ritter, Charge d’Affaires of Bavaria at the Holy See, 
had written to his Government: "The Pope approves of Austria’s 
harsh treatment of Serbia. He has no great opinion of the armies 
of Russia and France in the event of a war against Germany. The 
Cardinal Secretary of State does not see when Austria could make 
war if she does not decide to do so now". 

"The authenticity of these two texts has been acknowledged 
after many debates in the Catholic press ..." notes Pierre Domi- 
nique.8 "The key to the question, maintains Count Sforza, along 
with a few others, was the necessity of converting Francis Joseph 
to the idea of war. The opinions of the Pope and his minister were 
certainly the most likely to influence him. Hence the despatch of 
Count Palffy. . . ." So much for the "infamous rumour" that Mgr. 
Cristiani was exposing! And one of the "evil minds" propagating 
it is Count Sforza, one of the most well-known statesmen. 

Thus, it is proved that Pius X and his Secretary of State, when 
they encouraged the most Catholic Emperor to make war, were 
coldly contemplating the consequences of their act: a general 
conflict which would set the Central European Empires against 
France and Russia. They believed they had accurately estimated 
the strength of the different forces involved. 

But, what His Holiness and his accomplice had not foreseen was 
the participation in the war of England and finally of the entire 
Anglo-Saxon world, a participation which was to thwart their 
plans, tip the scales in favour of France and liberate the Orthodox 
populations from the Viennese yoke. 

*        *        * 

Hence the responsibility for the crime is beyond doubt�an 
enormous crime which, over a period of four years, was to throw 
into the charnel-house millions of "Christian" corpses, all the 
flower of European youth, and a crime all the more odious for 
being completely premeditated. 

7This despatch from Baron Ritter appears in Bayerische Dokumtnie zum Kriegsausbruch III, 
p. 206 (AUTHOR’S NOTE). 
8La politique des Jesuites. pp. 248 and 250. 
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One may say quite specifically that in 1914, the Roman Church 
started the series of hellish wars. It was then that the tribute of 
blood which she has always taken from the peoples began to swell 
into a veritable torrent. 



CHAPTER III 

BENEDICT  XV,  THE  PRO-GERMAN   POPE 

THE new Pontiff tries to help the Austro-Germans: his 
intrigues to prevent Italy and the United States from 
joining the Allies. The French Catholics call him the 
"Boche Pope". � He no longer speaks of German 
war crimes. � His attempts in favour of a separate 
peace, then of a "stalemate" peace in 1917 to save 
Germany and Austria-Hungary from defeat. � The 
grave accusation of a Catholic, Louis Canet. � Mgr.  
Pacelli, the future Pope Pius XII, sent as Nuncio to 
Munich, meets William II and takes an active part in 
the intrigues of the "Boche Pope". � The Holy See 
excluded from the Peace Conference at Versailles, at the 
request of Italy. This inadequate sanction does not 
prevent the Vatican from preparing its revenge. 
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"The enemies of civilization have found valuable 
support where they should have found nothing but 
invincible horror". 

The American, WHITNEY WARREN, accuses 
the Vatican at a conference held on 15 April 1918 

"So it is true that in this war, where we believe that 
upon our victory depends the salvation of the 
Christian heritage, the Pope has worked against us 
like an enemy.’’ LOUIS CANET. 

ON 20 August 1914, Pope Pius X died, and it certainly was not� 
despite what his biographers say�from sorrow at see ing the out- 
break of a conflict which he had ardently desired. Roger Peyrefitte, 
in his Les cles de Saint-Pierre is rather of the opinion that he died 
of joy. It may also be supposed that England’s entry into the war 
on 4 August, by enabling him to foresee the defeat of his champions, 
caused him an emotional shock that was to prove fatal. However 
that may be, he entered into the "peace of the Saviour" soon after 
having dealt his decisive blow to that of the earth. At that time, 
Mgr. Pacelli, the future Pope Pius XII, was beginning as a Vatican 
diplomat under the eminent guidance of Mgr. Merry del Val, the 
very Germanophile and very bellicose Secretary of State. The 
memory of these wonderful years Pope Pius XII must surely have 
had in mind when, forty years later, he was occupying the throne 
of St. Peter�how, we shall soon see�and, when durin g the second 
world war, he made a point of canonizing his great predecessor, 
who had done everything to set the first slaughter in motion. 

But let us leave these two good apostles of the Pax Christi, and 
concern ourselves with the immediate successor of Pius X, Pope 
Benedict XV. 

As Adrien Dansette1 writes: 
"Out of Catholic Austria-Hungary, a Germany which was 

Protestant, but had nevertheless a highly organized Catholic 
minority, and in a way embodied the notions of authority and hier- 
archy,  France (shortly Italy as well), Catholic but both  "bad 

1Histoire religieuse de la France contemporaine, pp. 488 and 489 
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parishioners" as Mgr. Duchesne used to say, Protestant England, 
and schismatic Russia�all of which except the last,  were fighting 
in the name of liberalism�how could the Holy See ha ve failed to 
prefer the first group?" 

Indeed, this preference manifested itself in an obvious and even 
scandalous way, right from the early days of the war, as Father 
Brugerette2 points out: 

"Benedict XV’s silence on Germany’s tremendous ambition and 
the vain pan-German doctrine which broke all the universally 
accepted rules of international morality, is astonishing. And it was 
therein, it was said, that the origin of the present war was to be found. 

"On 10 January 1915, a decree signed by Cardinal Gasparri, 
Secretary of State to Benedict XV, prescribed a day of prayer to 
hasten the return of peace. . . . One of the obligatory exercises of 
piety was the recitation of a prayer that Benedict XV had been good 
enough to write himself ... the sense of guilt emerging from its 
terms roused French feelings to such a degree that, to calm them 
down, the Government seized the pontifical document. . . . Indeed, 
the prayer for peace was taken as a pernicious propaganda designed 
to weaken the efforts of the French, just when the German hordes 
were feeling that irresistible pressure which was to drive them from 
French soil, and when the Kaiser was beginning to see the terrible 
consequences of his unpardonable crimes. 

"Yesterday I saw in ’La Croix’, wrote a fervent Catholic lady to 
her priest, that the Holy Father orders prayers for peace. Peace, at 
present, is desired only by Germany. To pray for peace is to pray for 
Germany. This is more than I can do. Would you kindly let me know 
just how far our conscience is bound by those prescriptions of the 
Holy See which concern neither faith nor morality. . . . 

"And in certain circles there were vehement protests against the 
pontifical measure because it coincided with the most ardent 
wishes of the Central European Empires . . . it was the result of a 
secret agreement between Berlin and the Vatican. 

And Father Brugerette concludes that "The Pope does not like 
France, and, in a word, the Pope is ’Boche’!" 

Let us listen once again to Charles Ledre,3 on the subject of the 

2Le pretre francais et la societe contemporaine, vol. III, pp. 526 el seq. 
3Un siecle sous la tiare (Bibliotheque catholique Amiot-Dumont, Paris 1955, pp. 154 and 155) 
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pontifical note of 1 August 1917. "The Pope, whose Nuncio at 
Munich, Mgr. Pacelli, had had conversations with the Chancellor 
of the Reich, Emperor William II and Emperor Charles of Austria, 
was pressing the belligerent states to start negotiations for peace. 
This was received in France with a chorus of recriminations, some 
sad and some vehement. ’Most Holy Father’, exclaimed Father 
Sertillanges, from the pulpit of the Madeleine, ’we cannot, for the 
moment, heed your appeals for peace. . . .We are sons who sometimes 
say: "No!" like the seeming rebel of the Scriptures’. The eloquent 
Dominican was to pay for the "impropriety" of such a lesson, 
taught where it was and to the head of the Christian world, with a 
long and uncomfortable retirement. . . . 

"The Holy See, by trying to persuade Italy and, later, the United 
States not to enter the war, was, according to Father Brugerette, 
’acting against our own "interests" and serving those of our enemies’. 
. . . The Germanic influence was extremely active in pontifical 
circles. . . . 

"Benedict XV has been reproached with not having officially 
taken to task those responsible for the war ... the serious violations 
of Right and the horrors of which Germany was many a time 
guilty." 

The desperate position of the Central European Empires 

The Holy Father appeared all the more insistent in his inter- 
ventions as the Austro-Germans, at that time, could sense the 
approach of their final defeat. In 1934, l’Illustration4 published a 
particularly well documented study on the subject: 

"In the extracts which follow we quote Count Poldzer-Hoditz, 
who for twenty years was friend and adviser to Charles, Emperor 
of Habsburg: 

’On 14 February 1917, Emperor Charles said to me: "We are 
going to lose the war; we are bound to lose the war if America comes 
in. It is unfair to encourage our people with hopes of victory. What 
should we do?" I replied that it was surely not desirable that our 
enemies should know the seriousness of our position, but the Emperor 
replied: " We certainly do not have to say that we are at the end of our 

4L’Illustration, 2 June 1934. 
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tether! But if the nation is constantly hearing about our brilliant 
position, it will never understand why concessions must be made in 
order to obtain peace!" " 

France and the pontifical note of 1 August 1917 

"October 1916 was the critical month for the Central European 
Powers . . .", asserts Father Brugerette,5 "then appeared this new 
note of 1 August 1917 wherein Benedict XV urged the belligerents 
to start negotiating for peace. . . . 

"It was not until four years later, through the declarations of Mr. 
Erzberger, published in ’Germania’ of 22 April 1921, that the peace 
proposal launched by the Pope in August 1917 was known to have 
been preceded by a secret agreement between the Holy See and 
Germany. . . . The Holy See, he had added, had strongly endeavoured 
to bring Germany and England nearer on the question of Belgium, 
which would have resulted in the isolation of France and would have 
encouraged Germany to keep Alsace and Lorraine. . . ." 

The courageous Father Brugerette continues: "It must be remem- 
bered what a Germanophile spirit dominated the entourage of the 
Holy See at that time. . . . Whether professors or ecclesiastics, they 
would stop at nothing to inculcate into the Italian clergy and the 
Catholic world of Rome respect and admiration for the German 
army, and disdain and hatred of France. . . . It was the right thing to 
wager on the victory of the Central European Empires. Even ’l’Osser- 
vatore Romano’, the Holy See’s official organ, was considered German- 
ophile. 

"On 2 August 1916, the Italian battleship Leonardo da Vinci 
blew up in the Gulf of Taranto: 21 officers and 221 men were 
drowned. Investigations, directed towards German espionage, led 
to Mgr. von Gerlach, who, warned of his imminent arrest, took 
flight. This case against him was resumed in 1919. Von Gerlach failed 
to appear and was condemned to 20 years’ hard labour".6 

The Vatican has in its ranks the Von Gerlachs it deserves. More- 
over, it took good care not to stigmatize the criminal act of its 
chamberlain. A similar piece of sabotage was being carried out in 

5Le pretre francais et la societe contemporaine, vol. III, p. 540. 
6,7Ibid., pp. 544 and 549. 
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the United States through the good offices of the Privy Chamberlain, 
Franz von Papen. 

*        *        * 

To the mass of evidence emanating from Catholic writers which 
we have just read, we shall add another item, and a very important 
one: extracts from an excellent study published in 1918 and mention- 
ed by Father Brugerette7 in the following terms: 

"It was soon known that the two articles published by the Revue 
de Paris�articles which were remarkable for the pro digious luxury 
of their documentation, came from a Catholic pen. The author was 
Louis Canet, former pupil at the French School of Rome, a 
disciple of Mgr. Duchesne and friend of Father Laberthonniere, 
his spiritual brother. The author no doubt obtained most of his 
information from the political services to which he was attached 
during the war. His wide culture and the gallican tendencies of his 
mind later enabled Louis Canet to become Director of Ecclesi- 
astical Affairs at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs". 

These articles constitute such vitally important material that they 
warrant reproduction here of the following, somewhat lengthy, 
extracts: 

Irrefutable Accusations 

"Benedict XV", writes Louis Canet,8 "does not belong to our 
party. There was no point in saying this, so long as no one in France 
was trying to lead French Catholics away from French politics, and 
it was charitable to say nothing so as not to grieve those good people 
who are pleased to believe, and who were doing their utmost to 
show that the Pope, for love of justice, had declared himself for 
the Entente. But this is no longer so today. Not only are we told 
that the Pope is with us, we are told that we should be with the 
Pope; this is admitting that he is not one of us, and undertaking 
to leave our camp for his. . . . 

The interests of the Holy See and the two coalitions 

"Thus a distinction must be made between the two functions that 
history has united under the majesty of the Tiara. The Pope is the 

8La politique de Benoit XV (Revue de Paris, 15 October and 1 November 1918). 
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Sovereign Pontiff, absolute master of the Catholic Church, supreme 
judge of faith and morality. But he is also heir to the political power 
which, today as in earlier days, is still subject to the same influences 
as are all human affairs, influences for evil, prone to error. . . . 

"It is said, and rightly said, that for the first time since the birth of 
Christianity, the entire world, believers and unbelievers, turned 
towards the pulpit of Peter in order to hear the word of Justice for 
which it was hungering and thirsting; and Peter’s successor did not 
satisfy it. So bitter was the disappointment that, it is to be feared, 
the remembrance of it will never fade. But surely everyone will under- 
stand how cruel was the alternative. A choice had to be made between 
two dangers: either to sacrifice without a word not only (and not for 
the first time) the dignity of the Apostolic See, but the honour of 
Catholicism itself; or by speaking out to break the fragile link that 
holds the Church together, and to see the seamless garment torn even 
more than it is already�and, indeed, torn to pieces . . . . 

"If the shepherd was able to hesitate between the two coalitions, 
the same was no longer true of the judge or the sovereign; but 
whereas the judge was obliged to condemn the Austro-German 
crime, the sovereign was almost inevitably obliged to make common 
cause with the criminal powers, not only because of political doctrine 
and historic tradition, but also because of personal and pressing 
interests. . . . Thus it was that Mgr. Szeptycky, Rutherian Arch- 
bishop of Lemberg and Metropolitan of Galicia, who, it is believed, 
had been given full powers in order to enable him to bring back 
Russia to the Roman fold�had begun, well before the  war, to 
engineer the separation of the Ukraine; that half the Catholics of 
Rumania were placed under the authority of a German archbishop; 
and that the Magyars of Transylvania were withdrawn from that 
of the Roman ordinaries. At the same time Benedictines from Beuron 
were installed in the Greek pontifical college of Saint Athanasius 
(in 1913) and at the primate’s abbey of Saint Anselm, on the Aven- 
tino. From the reign of Leo XIII, dom Boniface Krug went to the 
important abbey of Mount Cassin, and Mgr. Dobbing to the very 
gates of Rome, at the episcopal see of Sutri. While others were 
giving their money, their love, their lives, Germany was giving the 
whole strength of her organization�which was far mo re important. 
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"Germany may be wrong on some counts; she might even be 
wrong on all; but she has strength on her side, and this is a quality 
which atones for many sins.... 

"The Holy See having its own interests, is naturally free to have 
its own policy, but on condition that it does not claim to cover it 
with the cloak of religious authority and impose it as a matter of 
conscience upon Catholics the world over. But popes are not in the 
habit of making such subtle distinctions; unlike the French, they 
do not consider their apostolic responsibility in the abstract, without 
taking human contingencies into account. Their strength lies in 
fusing everything, politics with religion, the interests of the Holy See 
with those of the Church, and the interests of the Church with those 
of people at large, so as to turn general policy to further the end of 
their own particular policy and to use to that end the dominating 
influence which they acquire by virtue of their religious role. That is 
what Benedict XV did. . . . Now what we are trying to do here is 
precisely to bring out, with irrefutable proof and fully authenticated 
evidence, the character and tendencies of pontifical policy. Thus 
we hope to show without any possibility of contradiction: 

1.�That Benedict XV, because he wanted to consider the war 
as a vulgar conflict of ambitions, refused to recognize the violation 
of Belgian neutrality as an unforgivable crime; refused to admit 
that the Entente had more respect for justice than the imperial 
powers, and that Germany’s way of making war was far worse 
than that of her adversaries. 

2.�That consequently, because he considered the amb itions of 
France more dangerous and more inflexible, he thought it reasonable 
to exhort the United States to refuse to export arms and munitions 
of war; to take steps to dissuade the neutral Powers from supporting 
us; and finally to try to split the Entente and so reduce the London 
pact to empty words. 

The sources 

"His apologists will protest that none of this is apparent from the 
public and official acts of the Holy See, and that it is only fair, as 
the Pope himself asked in a letter dated 11 July 1915 to the Arch- 
bishop of Paris, that one should not look for his real thoughts 
anywhere else. They would be right if the records were clear and 
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conformed to the truth. . . . But, in order to decipher this wizard’s 
book of spells one must be in a position to give each document its 
proper value and to know the validity of every source of information. 

"The ’Osservatore Romano’, as everyone knows is the unofficial 
organ of the Holy See; yet it has been accused, on the pretence that 
it is now nothing but a poor reflection of the Wolff Agency’s opinions, 
of following its personal whims in defiance of the Pope’s wishes. If 
the accusers knew what instruments were given to the Director of 
the paper by Benedict XV immediately upon his accession and what 
part the State Secretariat and Cardinal Gasparri himself took in the 
drafting of the articles, they would be more careful. So much so, that 
without going into this mystery, one need do no more than read a 
letter dated 22 November, from the Secretary of State to the Arch- 
bishop of Lyons: ’Your Eminence is not unaware of the fact that, 
at the outbreak of the present war, the Holy See, equally solicitous 
for the shepherds and flock of the universal Church, thought fit to 
observe, and has ever since maintained, the strictest and most 
absolute impartiality towards the different belligerent nations, and 
that it peremptorily recommended the Catholic press (in particular 
the Roman press) to do the same. I can assure you that the Holy 
See’s directives and advice have been faithfully followed by the 
Osservatore Romano, which is under its direct authority, as well as 
by the Corriere d ’Italia, the principal organ of the publishing house’. 

"This could not be expressed more clearly: the Holy See assumes 
full responsibility for what these two papers publish. ... If after 
that they do not strike the same note, it does not follow that they 
should be set one against the other; it should merely be concluded 
that each is playing in the concert the part assigned to it. Moreover 
they do not comprise the entire orchestra. . . . 

The pontifical sentence 

"There are two opposing theories about the present war: 
"The Entente accuses Germany of having wilfully provoked the 
war in order to bring the whole world under her domination; of 
having started it by the execrable violation of Belgian neutrality; 
and of deliberately continuing it with methods peculiar to herself, 
methods which are condemned by established rights and human 
conscience alike.  Germany protests that she did  not  want the 
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the conflict, and that it is her enemies who, by compelling her to 
take up arms to save her life, have reduced her to the necessity of 
disregarding all law. 

"It is important to know which of these two theories the Holy 
See accepts; for if, from being, as we are now, both victims and 
judges, we are to be degraded to the level of mere rivals, we have at 
the same time become the adversary’s equals before good and evil, 
deprived of the moral resilience which was sustaining our courage 
and renewing our strength. This being so, we are entitled to complain 
and to appeal against the wrong that is being done to us; to accuse 
those who are not with us of being against us and those who are 
not against Germany of being her accomplices, whatever may 
happen. 

I.� Violation of Belgian neutrality 
"Belgium was, by virtue of the treaty of 19 April 1839, a per- 

manently neutral state. 
"Summoned on 2 August 1914 to allow the passage of the German 

troops, Belgium, believing that ’no nation, however weak, should 
ignore its duty, and sacrifice its honour by yielding to force’, was 
faithful to its word. Never yet had a nation preferred death to 
dishonour, and for the first time in history a government sacrificed 
an entire nation to martyrdom out of respect for a piece of paper .. . 

"The Holy See was silent. But its representatives spoke, and 
declared that Belgium was to blame for not having resigned itself to 
the inevitable, and for having gone into the battle at the side of 
atheist France when a mere show of resistance would have been 
enough to save its face, and, finally, for the sake of misconceived 
honour and a lack of Christian prudence, for having brought 
misfortune upon herself. Fine arguments, but not of juridical 
validity. The issue was really one of rights: Germany confessed 
through her Chancellor that she had acted against them, and the 
supreme guardian of moral law remained dumb before the con- 
fession. . .. 

II.�The re-establishment of justice 
"The terrible indictment against Germany being thus brushed 

aside, what does the Pope have to say? ’Public scourges’, said 
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Benedict XV, ’are there for the expiation of the sins which have made 
public authorities and nations stray from God. . . .’ 

"... Reference must now be made to the work that don Lucan- 
tonnio has just dedicated to Cardinal Gasparri, La Supranationalite 
du Saint-Siege; Benedict XV having supervised the planning of the 
book, insisted on revising the proofs himself, and it is there that 
one must seek the true expression of his innermost thoughts. It 
teaches that the calamities which are ravaging the earth today 
have their real origin in ’doctrinal liberalism’: states claimed that 
they could break away from the tutelage of the popes and forcibly 
separate civil power from religious power; the present conflict is a 
kind of epilogue to all the anger, all the fury and all the hatred 
which, having smouldered in the hearts of different nations and 
burst into tumults and domestic upheavals, could only result in a 
general outbreak of barbarous and pitiless war, in which human 
brotherhood has been drowned in an ocean of blood. Thus, ’the 
facts speak with terrifying eloquence; the Papacy, so much attacked, 
is vindicated by events’; and ’any people which is not climbing 
towards the summits of the faith, is little by little going down to 
the depths of a shameful slavery, whose chains it will have forged 
with its own hands.’ 

III.�War methods 

"After a criticism of the purpose comes a criticism of the means. 
Let us for a moment adopt the hypothesis that the ambitions of the 
Entente do not differ in kind from those of the Central European 
Empires; we might still hope that a distinction could be made 
between our war methods and theirs. This is sheer illusion: every 
accusation made by the Allies against the Imperial Powers is made 
by the Imperial Powers against the Allies with as much justification 
if not more, and ’war is war’, says Benedetto Governa philosophic- 
ally. By these two arguments the balance of right and wrong is 
once more restored. 

IV.�Protection of the favoured 

"To the dreaded question: ’Do you remain neutral before this 
crime?’ Benedict XV replied ’There has been no crime. . . .’ 
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". . . In the eyes of Benedict XV, therefore, the situation is the 
exact opposite of what it seems to us to be: it is Germany that is 
pacific, and the Entente that is bellicose; it is therefore the Entente 
that must be forced to give way. . . . 

"Everyone who frequented the most highly placed prelates as 
well as humbler folk at the Vatican during the years 1915 and 1916, 
was told in confidence that the French were mad to trust the English, 
and to believe that they would ever willingly abandon the Channel 
coast and the port of Rouen. Italy herself�who woul d ever have 
thought it?�was not free from danger; really not, f or the British 
Cabinet had expressed a wish to take a lease on Sicily. 

"There was only one way of replying to this insolence, and that 
was to lay claim to Malta. But Baron Sonnino was strangely weak. 
. . . This was more or less the argument of the Austrian diplomats 
who, in the spring of 1915, were promising wonders to Italy, as a 
price for her neutrality. The pontifical press was pleased by these 
intrigues; and in the spring of this year 1918, the Civitta Cattolica 
was still surprised that the Royal Government should have laid 
claim to some of the provinces under Austria without also asserting 
her rights to Malta, Corsica and the Cote d’Azur. 

"Then there was Russia. It was no use inciting the French against 
the English and the Italians against both, unless it was possible at 
the same time to break the Franco-Russian alliance. . . . 

"And what was worse, was that there were suggestions for a 
separate peace. That Germany had more than once tried to negotiate 
separately with Belgium, is a matter of history. . . . From 2 to 10 
January 1916, a Catholic German mission, including among others 
Belzer, Herold, Irl, Welstein, Meyer, Neuhaus and Kuckhof, went 
to Belgium to preach, in the Pope’s name, as they said, the doctrine 
of the separate peace. The Belgian bishops protested that it was 
not true that the Pope was behind them, but the Nuncio kept quiet 
and the Pope was dumb. . . . 

"The Holy See was then thinking of a Franco-Austrian rapproche- 
ment, whereby it flattered itself it could lead France either to sign 
a separate peace, or to urge her allies towards a general peace. . . . 
The Pope, at the Consistory of December 1916, raised three of our 
bishops to the rank of cardinal, paid homage to the land of Clovis, 
Saint Louis and Joan of Arc, and expressed the wish that France 
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should once more become the agent of the divine will. A few weeks 
later, on 31 March 1917, Prince Sixte de Bourbon gave Emperor 
Charles’s famous letter to the President of the Republic. 

"The manoeuvre having failed on this side of the Alps, it had to 
be repeated elsewhere, in England, in America, and above all in 
Italy. Ever since the spring of 1917 the Holy See had shown the 
keenest solicitude for Italy and had spared no pains to make her 
believe that only the throne of Saint Peter had the power to rescue 
her from danger. ... If this ingenious doctrine should gain credence 
it would result in complete confusion. . . . 

"To shatter the material strength of the Entente in order to get 
the better of its offensive fervour, and to ruin its moral prestige in 
order to soften its courage and bring it to reason� this was the 
whole policy of Benedict XV, and the purpose of his neutrality has 
always been, and still is entirely designed to hamstring us. . . . 

"So it is true that in this war, in which we believe that on our 
victory depends the salvation of the Christian heritage, the Pope has 
worked against us as an enemy. ..." 

So, as it seems to us, the attitude of Benedict XV during the first 
world war is clearly demonstrated. Under the orders of the man 
who has been christened the "Boche Pope", Mgr. Pacelli, his best 
diplomat, was sent as Nuncio to Munich, to establish contact with 
William II to try to negotiate with France a separate peace which 
could have saved the Central European Empires. For him this was 
the beginning of a long diplomatic career entirely devoted to pro- 
moting German hegemony in Europe, a career that he was to pursue 
under Pius XI before assuming himself the tiara. But no matter 
how Germanophile his predecessors might have appeared, it can be 
said that the student surpassed his masters. 

The scheme failed, thanks to Clemenceau’s obstinacy. The Treaty 
of Versailles, in July 1919, put the finishing touch to the defeat of 
His Holiness’s champions. 

The Pope had in fact nothing to do with working out plans for 
the new Europe�a circumstance which is not difficul t to understand; 
but�and this is significant�this ban was primarily due to Italy, 
the most fervent Catholic of all the allied Powers. Three people 
well-known at the Vatican, among others, bear witness to this: 

"During the first world war. Benedict XV had had to overcome 
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Italian distrust of any unwarrantable interference on the part of 
the Vatican in international questions. An article of the secret treaty 
signed in London in 1915 lifnited the Papacy’s right to direct 
participation in the peace conferences: England, France and Russia 
undertook to support Italy, should she see fit to oppose the possible 
participation of a representative of the Holy See in the preliminary 
negotiations for the settling of the problems raised by the present 
conflict."9 

"In 1919, a peace conference was to open in Paris and to build a 
new Europe. It was a conference that was to decide the world’s fate 
for many a long year. But the Papacy did not participate in this 
conference. In pursuance of article XV of the London pact (26 
April 1915), which defined the conditions on which Italy would take 
part in the war, Baron Sonnino had obtained from the other Allies 
a promise that they would oppose any intervention on the part of 
the Papacy in the peace negotiations."10 

"The Holy See was excluded from Versailles. Italy was the first 
to rejoice over this. It would almost seem that she went to war 
solely in order that article XV should be included in the London 
pact�the article in pursuance of which the Allies s olemnly under- 
took to keep the Vatican out of the peace conference. . . ."11 

It is clear that the Holy See’s nearest neighbours were also the 
most distrustful. 

Unfortunately, this ban was the only measure taken by the Allies 
against their most implacable enemy. Who, after all, would ask for 
sanctions to be taken against the Vatican ? This weakness was to be 
paid for dearly by Europe and the whole world. Pius XI, succeeding 
Benedict XV, was to follow in the footsteps of his predecessor. He 
was to stir up Fascism, then Nazism, and, with Mgr. Pacelli, to 
prepare the 1939-1945 war of revenge. 

Meanwhile, the Vatican, through its influence with the Allies, was 
doing all it could to save its German friends and proteges from their 
well-deserved punishment as war criminals. Irrefutable proof of 
this is to be found in the report which Count de Salis, H.M. Minister 
on special mission to the Holy See,12 addressed to Earl Curzon, 
Foreign Secretary. 
9Camille Cianfarra:   La guerre et le Vatican (Le Portulan, Paris 1946, p. 240).. 
10Charles Pichon:  Histoire du Vatican (Sefi, Paris 1946, p. 143).) 
11Nazareno Padellaro: Pie XII (Julliard, Paris 1950, p. 115). 
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Indeed, Minister Satis wrote from Rome on 26 January 1920 that 
he had had a long conversation with Cardinal Gasparri on the 
subject of legal proceedings against the Emperor William and the 
superior officers of the German army: 

"The Holy See, the Cardinal said, had always thought desirable 
that for two reasons the proceedings against the Kaiser should be 
abandoned". 

The two reasons are then given: to avoid the continuance of 
national hatreds and to prevent the shaking of the thrones of all 
the monarchical States! 

Cardinal Gasparri, after enlarging upon these and other far- 
fetched and puerile reasons, which to his idea were strongly against 
a trial of the superior officers, had added, "The Holy See trusted 
that the British Government. . . would not insist on these proceed- 
ings; they hoped as much from the French Government to whom 
these remarks had been transmitted." 

12Documents on British Foreign Policy, 1919-1939, First Series, vol. IX, Her Majesty’s Stationery 
Office, London, 1960, p. 619. 
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"The Pope and the clergy are hand in hand with the 
regime. Moreover, there is never an important 
Fascist ceremony at which the clergy are not in the 
place of honour." 

L’Illustration, 24 September 1932. 

FIRST of all, who was Pius XI? Let us listen to Francois Charles- 
Roux,1 former French Ambassador to the Vatican, who knew the 
Holy Father personally and who, during his eight years in Rome, 
had many an opportunity to speak with him: 

"His reputation as an authoritarian and self-willed pontiff, 
knowing what he wants and wanting it strongly, is indeed well 
established. . . . Governing must come fairly naturally to him. He 
governs a great deal unaided . . . the Church’s government is auto- 
cratic. . . . Pius XI was in no way the blessing type. . . . Pius XI was 
firmly convinced that none of the great men of this world could 
reach his level. . . ." 

On this last point, the newly elected Pope was only asserting once 
more the constant pretensions of the Holy See, as they are expressed 
in the ritual formula of the coronation. 

Megalomaniac by calling, one might say, he had, even before 
donning the tiara, singled out a lay fellow-megalomaniac, who 
seemed fit to serve his ends. 

Still only Cardinal Achille Ratti, this is what he said, in 1921, in 
front of the writer Luc Valti about the future Italian dictator: 

"Mussolini is making rapid headway and, with elemental strength, 
will conquer all in his path. Mussolini is a wonderful man�Do you 
hear me?�a wonderful man! He is a new convert, sinc e he comes 
from the ranks of the extreme left, he has the zeal of the novice to 
spur him on. Moreover, he recruits his adepts from the school 
benches, raising them all of a sudden to the dignity of manhood, of 
armed men. He seduces and fanatizes them, reigning over their 
imaginations. Do you realize what that means and what power it 
gives him ? The future is his."2 

1Huit ans au Vatican (Flammarion, Paris 1947, pp. 14 et seq.). 
2L’Illustration, 9 January 1937, p. 33. 
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Pius XI, Socialism’s bitter enemy 

Charles Ledre3 points out that "In several of his most notable 
speeches, the Rerum novarum Pope has denounced the perils of 
’Socialism’ for society as well as for religion. He told the faithful 
that they should arm against it. He never gave up the fight and 
Pius XI will be able to write that Socialism was ’the principal 
adversary aimed at in his encyclicals. . . . ’No one’, he says, "can be 
both a good Catholic and a real Socialist’." 

The Holy Father’s attitude is one of social and political reaction. 
In cold blood he planned a war to the death against everything 
Socialist, and in order to carry it out he supported that Nazi- 
Fascism which was to cause so much bloodshed. Ledre adds: 

"Pius XII often reiterated that the Church’s condemnations of the 
’various systems of Socialism’ are still valid".4 

*        *        * 

The political position of the Holy See was thus quite clear. That 
of Mussolini, on the other hand, could have appeared to be just the 
opposite: 

According to F. Nitti,5 former President of the Italian Council 
of Ministers, "In 1914, Mussolini was running the Italian Socialist 
organ Avanti and was an intransigent Marxist. In March 1919, he 
founded a first Fascist group in Milan, while retaining the ideas and 
attitude of a Socialist and trade-unionist. He encouraged every 
strike as well as the occupation of the factories. . . . Mussolini 
called for a national Constituent. Its first task was to proclaim the 
Italian Republic, the people’s right to vote, the abolition of the 
standing army, a universal ban on the manufacture of arms, the 
suppression of all titles of chivalry and nobility, the dissolution of 
all joint-stock companies, the abolition of stock exchanges, the 
confiscation of unearned incomes, and the payment of the national 
debt by well-to-do classes only. . . . The land was to be given over 
to the peasants." 

3Un siecle sous la tiare (Bibliotheque catholique Amiot-Dumont, Paris 1955, pp. 199, 200 and 207) 
4Ibid. 
5La desagregation de l’Europe (Editions Spes, Paris 1938, pp. 315 and 318). 
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What happened in the meantime, that could have reconciled two 
such opposed views as that of the Vatican and that of the chief 
Fascist? 

Francois Charles-Roux6 will tell us: 
"While the future Duce was still just an ordinary deputy, Cardinal 

Gasparri, Secretary of State, had had a secret interview with him at 
the Roman home of a Catholic senator, Count Santucci, at Ara 
Coeli. The Fascist chief straightway showed his readiness to acknow- 
ledge the Pope’s temporal sovereignty over a small part of Rome"� 
and if need be to dissolve the Chamber and modify the electoral law. 

" ’From this conversation’, concluded Cardinal Gasparri when he 
reported it to me, ’I understand that with this man, should he come 
into power, we could get what we wanted’’. 

"I am leaving aside what he reported on the negotiation between 
the secret agents of Pius XI and Mussolini...." 

Here will be found the crux of the question, that of the conversion 
of the revolutionary. 

" Mussolini had been told of the remark made by General 
Badoglio, Chief of the General Staff: ’Five minutes’ firing and no 
more will be heard of Fascism’."7 

The head of this movement was well aware of his weakness 
without the support of the Church. Consequently, he hastened to 
give a warm welcome to its envoys. The temptation was great for 
this ambitious man: if he would discard his original doctrine, his 
power would be ensured. The bargain was struck. 

The rise of Fascism 

"We feel", said Claudio Treves, "as if we were caught up in a 
sinister wind of counter-revolution, before the revolution itself." 
The right wing does not hide its disdain of popular sovereignty and 
its hatred of democracy, whereas the centre wavers.... The presence 
of a compact group of a hundred Catholic deputies, which could 
have been a force for ministerial and political stabilization becomes 
a force for disruption, owing to this group’s subordination to the 
Vatican. ... It is governed by a Sicilian ecclesiastic, don Sturzo. 

6Huit ans au Vatican (Flammarion, Paris 1947, pp. 47 et seq.). 
7Pietro Nenni: Six ans de guerre civile en Italie (Librairie Valois, Paris 1930, p. 136). 

4 
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"The party wings reach as far right as the black aristocracy. The 
vestries have been the font in which this party has been baptized."8 

About this Catholic party and its chief Geo London and Charles 
Pichon9 say: 

"The role of Father don Sturzo was to bring to the party his 
rare qualities of organizer and chief. . . . Authoritarian, tenacious, 
ardent and punctilious, he constrained the party’s 109 deputies to 
assiduity, discipline, and the block vote, so that they from the outset 
formed a compact mass at Montecitorio... don Sturzo was imposing 
upon the new President of the Council his famous nine points, which 
ensured substantial benefits to religious interests . . . and it was he 
who kept the Government under his thumb. 

"Parties such as those whose activity has just been outlined, have 
obviously obtained real advantages for the Holy See." 

"On 16 November 1922", writes Pietro Nenni10, "the Chamber 
was to pass a vote of confidence to Mussolini, by 306 votes to 116, 
and at this session the Catholic group, supposedly Christian Democrat, 
voted unanimously for the first Fascist government. October 31 
witnessed the apotheosis of the Blackshirts who had marched on 
Rome. ... Go ahead, you heroes of the coldly premeditated mass- 
acres of Perugia and Turin! This is the apotheosis of crime....* Wolves 
are always wolves’. . . . The Monarchy and the Church have made 
the party what it is.. . ." 

Ten years later the same manoeuvre had the same outcome in 
Germany. The massive vote of Mgr. Kaas’s Catholic Zentrum made 
certain of the dictatorship of Nazism. 

Now Mussolini paid his debt to his masters 

"1 May 1923. Undoubtedly, Fascism, by adopting the attitude it 
has towards the Vatican, can be certain of the approval of Catholic- 
ism . . .", remarks Domenico Russo11, "the reappearance of the 
crucifix in the schools, the reintroduction of religious teaching, the 
new protection of Italian religious congregations abroad, Mussolini’s 
defence, in Parliament, of the Papacy. . . ." 

8Pietro Nenni:   op. cit., p. 83. 
9Le Vatican et le monde moderne (Editions des Portiques, Paris 1933, pp. 382 et seq.). 
10Six ant de guerre civile en Italie, pp. 146 et seq. 
11Mussolini et le fascisme (Plon, Paris 1923, p. 123). 
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Likewise, l’Illustration points out that: "Even at the price of the 
most cruel experience, Fascism depends upon all the old forces of 
the past . . . the Pope and the clergy are hand in hand with the new 
regime. Moreover, there is never an important Fascist ceremony at 
which the clergy are not in the place of honour".12 

As will be seen later, in Hitler’s Germany, the Fascist phalanx 
bears the unmistakable brand of its origins. 

Here are a few extracts, quoted by Domenico Russo,13 from the 
Rule book of the Fascist militias, which strongly resemble the 
militia of von Ledochowski, General of the Jesuits: 

"The Fascist Party is, by definition, a militia. The Fascist militia 
is in the service of God and the Italian nation. . . . 

"The Fascist soldier knows only his duty. His sole right is to do 
it and to love it. Be he officer or soldier, he must obey with humility 
and command with strength. The obedience of this militia must be 
blind, absolute, even at the highest level of the hierarchy, the 
Supreme Chief and the Executive Committee of the Party". 

No doubt it is in virtue of this blind and absolute obedience that 
the "Blackshirts" committed so many crimes on the orders of their 
Chief. Count Sforza, in his memoirs recalls the long list of assassina- 
tions which marked the dictator’s career. 

Mussolini the criminal 

After having recalled the circumstances of the assassination of 
Matteotti at the orders of Mussolini, Count Carlo Sforza14 writes: 
". . . The tale of the crimes would fill a book; it is enough to recall, 
among the most horrible, the attack on Amendola, who was beaten 
to death at Montecatini in July 1925, and shortly afterwards, at 
Florence, the treacherous assassination of several brave Florentine 
opponents, including Pilati, a war cripple, who, stabbed on the bed 
where he lay sick, murmured: ’The Austrians spared my life: it is 
the Italians who kill me. . . .’ Later, men of the highest intellectual 
and moral order, such as Rossi, Fancello, Bauer, Vinciguerra and 
so many others, were condemned to long years of imprisonment; 
and with them thousands of Italian heroes. . . ." 

1224 September 1932. 
13Mussolini et le fascisme (Plon, Paris 1923, p. 98). 
14L’Italie telle que je l’ai vue. pp. 152 el seq. 
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But�of course�it was not peccadilloes of this sort on the part 
of this hired assassin that might do him disservice with the Vatican. 
The latter has seen far worse than this. Besides, talking of the 
horrors of the Holy Inquisition which some people are naive enough 
to condemn, Father Jean Vieujean,15 author of La Grande Apolo- 
getique, has explicitly said so: 

"To accept the principle of the Inquisition, all that is needed is the 
Christian mentality and that is what many Christians lack. They are 
more or less free-thinkers and, under the guise of tolerance, they 
are shocked that an idea should be defended by force. The Church 
knows no such hesitation." 

She has indeed proved it well over the many years during which 
she dominated Europe by means of her "men of providence". The 
Liberals, Orthodox Croatians and Jews�in short all those whose 
mere existence encumbered her�know something about it. 

"Mussolini, then, that "wonderful man" (to quote Pius XI before 
he became Pope), continued to "make rapid headway" without 
tripping over the corpses, and one of his greatest steps forward�a 
most important one�was very soon to settle a debt h e owed his 
protector by re-establishing his temporal sovereignty. All this was 
without prejudice to an endowment of 750 million lire in cash and 
1,000 million 5% consolidated stock. The Holy See’s friendship 
is precious, but not free. 

Theocracy 

After the conclusion of the Lateran Treaty, Father Janvier,16 

famous French preacher, declared: 
"Here is a man, remarkable for his power and intelligence, who 

has shown us a surprising spectacle. He has signed a concordat 
which recognizes the supremacy of the Church over the State." 

The temporal sphere 

"God could raise up men (Pius XI and Mussolini) capable of 
contemplating Him (the Lateran Treaty). That is just what He did. 
Indeed, one fine morning in February 1929, the entire world learned 
that a treaty�the Lateran Treaty�had just been sign ed between 

15BIoud et Gay, Paris 1937, p. 1316. 
16Quoted by Albert Bayet. 
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the Pope and Mussolini, acknowledging the Vicar of God’s 
sovereignty over the territory of the Vatican City and thus restoring 
his independence vis-a-vis other sovereigns, including the King of 
Italy. Moreover, a Concordat was annexed to the Treaty, which 
recognized the juridical personality of the Church. . . . 

"Let us listen to what Pius XI has to say", says S. Gillet,17 General 
Master of the Dominicans, " We must say that we have been nobly 
supported. And perhaps it was necessary also for us to have a man 
(Mussolini) like this one that Providence has led us to meet, a man 
without the preoccupations of the Liberal School. ... By the Grace 
of God, We have been able to conclude a Concordat which is 
certainly among the best ever made; it is with profound satisfaction 
that We believe We have thereby given God to Italy and Italy to 
God". 

In another connexion, Mgr. Cristiani18 recalls the essential 
significance of these agreements: 

"It is clear that the constitution of the City of the Vatican was of 
primary importance in establishing the Papacy’s position as a political 
power. . . ." 

It is thus officially established, under the seal of the Imprimatur, 
that the Papacy considers itself a political power. It needed no less 
than guarantors of this order to convince us of the reality of the 
fact, since for almost two thousand years now the Church has 
ceaselessly and loudly proclaimed that she intends to respect the 
words of Christ: "Render unto Caesar the things that are Caesar’s, 
and to God the things that are God’s". 

To tell the truth, this was never evident in practice, but at least 
the principle was maintained. It will be seen that this will no longer 
be so, and that in the eyes of a pontiff enamoured of geopolitics, the 
divine precept is decidedly outdated. 

The Pope takes sides with the dictators 

On 30 May 1929, according to Paul Lesourd,19 Pius XI wrote to 
Cardinal Gasparri: 

17La Saintete francaise (Flammarion. Paris 1938, pp. 165 et seq.). Nihil obstat, 8 November 1938, 
Imprimatur 10 November 1938. (AUTHOR’S NOTE: The Lateran Treaty proclaims Catholicism 
as the state religion. The term "state religion" means discrimination between Catholics and 
non-Catholics.) 

18Le Vatican politique (Les Editions du Centurion, Paris 1957, p. 156) Nihil obstat, 19 April 1956 
Imprimatur, 15 June 1956. 
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"A Catholic state, it is said and repeated, but a Fascist state; We 
note this without any special difficulty, willingly in fact, for it un- 
doubtedly means that, with regard to ideas and doctrines as well as to 
practice, the Fascist state will not agree to anything that is not in 
accordance with Catholic doctrine and practice." 

Thus is the collusion between the Church and Fascism established. 
Nor was it to be expected that the Holy See would place the slightest 
obstacle in the way of the ambitious aims of the dictator it had 
brought to power. 

The Vatican and the Ethiopian war 

Cianfarra20 tells us that "Pius XI had understood that his attitude 
of conciliation towards Fascism at the time of the conquest of 
Ethiopia by Italy had provoked deep resentment among American 
Catholics. Despite violent opposition on the part of the Anglo-Saxon 
world to the expansionist aims of Italy, the Sovereign Pontiff had 
abstained from condemning Mussolini’s policy and had left the 
Italian clergy the widest latitude to co-operate with the Fascist 
Government. . . . Ecclesiastics, ranging from humble parish priests to 
cardinals, began to speak in favour of the war. 

"One of the most striking examples was offered by the Cardinal- 
Archbishop of Milan, Alfredo Ildefonso Schuster, who went as far 
as to call the campaign in question ’a Catholic crusade’. . . . Italy, 
explained Pius XI, considered that this war was justified by an 
urgent need for expansion. . . . 

"Ten days later, Pius XI expressed the wish that the legitimate 
claims of a ’great and noble nation’, from which, he recalled, he 
himself had come, should be satisfied. . . . 

"This clearly signified that Ethiopia would have to give way to 
Fascist pressure, since the Pope had implicitly recognized ’the need 
for Italy to expand in Eastern Africa. . . .’ Pius XI was severely 
criticized not only for not having deplored the defeat of Ethiopia, but 
also for having himself participated in the joy of a nation which almost 
the entire universe was blaming for its guilty aggression. . . ." 

"Italian troops", writes F. Charles-Roux21 "had not been a week 
in Addis-Ababa before Mussolini was asking the Pope to substitute 
19La Cite de Cisar et Dieu (Flammarion, Paris, p. 28). 
20La guerre et le Vatican (Le Portulan, Paris 1946, pp. 46 et seq.). 
2iHuit ans au Vatican (Flammarion, Paris 1947, pp. 38 to 134). 
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Italians for the French missionaries of Abyssinia. This was acting 
quickly and precipitating events. Yet Pius XI agreed. . . ." 

And F. Charles-Roux concludes, "The Italo-Abyssinian war 
exerted a direct and profound influence upon several important 
events in Europe: the reoccupation of the Rhineland, the annexation 
of Austria, the dismemberment and crushing of Czechoslovakia ____ " 

Then, the Vatican did not pride itself on affecting an "anti- 
colonialist" attitude, at least not to the detriment of its champion 
Mussolini. The latter could massacre as he wished the people of 
Ethiopia � Christians though they were � by the mos t up-to-date 
means, including poison gas. But, on the other hand, Overseas 
France was already undermined by the baneful activity of the 
missions, as we have shown in other works.22 

Mussolini�Hitler�Franco 

Just as it is obvious that the Holy Father favours with his abetting 
benevolence the "conquests" of Mussolini, so it will be noticed 
that the foreign policies of the dictators were completely identical. 

"At present, most of Italy", writes Antonio Aniante,23 "is against 
Paris and for Berlin. Hitler gets his inspiration from Mussolini; the 
Nazi ideal is nothing but an Italian ideal. . . . Since Mussolini came 
to power, everyone’s sympathy is for Berlin.. . . The entire peninsula 
is against France. 

"The regime has given back to the Italians a primitive and neo- 
barbarian outlook which can bring with it nothing but war�war 
against France. . . . 

"In 1923, the Fascist regime amalgamated with National Socialism; 
and it befriended Hitler and supplied him with arms and money... . 

"It is a fine thing, in the eyes of the world, for a dictator to walk 
with a King on his left side and a Pope on his right. .. . 

" ’Duce’ means ’condottiere’. . . .  If the Church and the Crown 
have on the one hand given prestige to Fascism, they have, on the 
other, cost thousands of millions�millions paid at that, by the 
Italians, who are far from being among the richest peoples in the 
world." 

22Le Vatican conlre la France (Fischbacher, Paris 1957) and Le Vatican contre la France d’outre-mer, 
oy Francois Mejan (Fischbacher, Paris 1958). 

23Mussolini (Grasset. Paris 1932. pp. 123 el seq). 
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They were to cost this people much more yet. 
Let us see how the fate of Hitler’s Germany was bound up with 

that of Vaticano-Fascist Italy: 
"The anti-Nazis declare unequivocally", reports Frederic Hirth24 

"that Hitler is on MussolinVs payroll. Enormous cases full of lire, 
dollars and pounds sterling are supposed to come via Switzerland. 
One of their chiefs, Voigt, declared at a meeting of racists, ’If it is 
true that Mussolini does not wish to acknowledge us, why should he 
continually send us money?’ Here is a clear and categorical admission 
by someone who must know the real truth about the shady side of his 
party." 

Mussolini was obvious cut out for this role of agent between the 
Vatican and Hitler. The Italian puppet, despite his bluster, could 
have no really effective influence upon Europe’s position. He had to 
have a dependable colleague. The Holy See was working actively 
to that end. 

The same operation was then carried out in Spain. As Nitti25 

points out: 
"General Franco’s adventure, which began in mid-July 1936, was 

prepared in Italy in the spring of the preceding year, and it was Italy 
that furnished the rebellion with the money and the arms and who 
had landed in Spain four or five times as many men under the command 
of army generals as any other country. 

"It may be said that, in a few years, Fascism has ruined and 
destroyed the great work of the democratic governments. . . ." 

The Vatican flatters Mussolini, who has reached the zenith of his 
power 

On 26 February 1937, Cardinal Schuster, Archbishop of Milan, 
speaking at the Milan School of Fascist Mysticism, spoke of "This 
Benito Mussolini, to whom I say that Jesus Christ, Son of God the 
Saviour, has granted talents which place him among the great spiritual 
figures ranging from Augustus to Constantine". 

It would be difficult to admire too much the Fascist mysticism, 
worthy sister of the younger Nazi mysticism. They are both made 
from the same pattern. Moreover, the extravagant words of the 

24Hitler on le guerrier dechaine (Editions du Tambourin. Paris 1930, p. 148). 
25La desagregation de l’Europe (Editions Spes, Paris 1938, pp. 346 to 467). 
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Archbishop of Milan are echoed in those of Hans Kerll, Minister 
of Ecclesiastical Affairs of the Third Reich, as quoted by Andre 
Guerber:26 "Just as Christ gathered together his twelve disciples in a 
single cohort faithful to the point of martyrdom, so we are witnesses 
of an identical spectacle. Adolf Hitler is in truth the Holy Spirit." 

The Good Friday attack 

"On Good Friday (1939)", Cianfarra27 tells us, "the first squadron 
of the Italian Navy disembarked thousands of soldiers in the 
Albanian ports of Santi Quaranta, Valona, Durazzo and San 
Giovanni di Medua. . . . The Albanians, alas, were entirely without 
modern weapons. A few heroes tried to oppose the landing at 
Durazzo, and were very rapidly put out of action. . . King Zog fled 
to Greece. . . . Mussolini set up a puppet-government which was 
entirely devoted to his interests. ... A parliament composed of 
members carefully chosen by the Italians, slavishly rushed to offer 
the crown of Albania to King Victor Emmanuel, only a few days 
after the complete occupation of the country. . . . The Italian 
occupation of Albania had many advantages for the Church. Out 
of a population of one million Albanians who became Italian 
subjects, 68% were Moslems, 20% of the Greek Orthodox religion 
and only 12% Roman Catholics. . . . From a merely political point 
of view, therefore, the country’s annexation by a Catholic Power 
was certainly going to improve the Church’s position there and to 
please the Vatican...." 

Maybe there were a few of the faithful who saw a kind of sacrilege 
in this unusual way of celebrating the anniversary of the Crucifixion. 
But the fact remains that the Holy See showed no sign of being 
shocked by it. 

Did the Fascist "mystique" deliberately choose this anniversary, 
according to some mysterious symbolism, to annex a country peopled 
mostly with Moslems and Orthodox Christians? 

*       *       * 

At that time many books were being published in Europe, over 
the signature of ecclesiastics or orthodox laymen, which were clearly 

26Himmler et ses crimes (Les Documents Nuit et Jour, Paris 1946. p. 91). 
27La guerre et le Vatican, pp. 217 et seq. 
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intended to prepare public opinion for the merciless struggle that 
the Roman Catholic Church was about to start, with its champions’ 
weapons, against the liberal democracies of France and England 
and against Soviet�and more particularly Orthodox�R ussia. Of 
this type of work we give in the chapter on France a particularly 
significant example which we owe to Canon Coube. But it goes 
without saying that this prophetic literature�there  were good 
reasons why it was prophetic�was flourishing also u nder the 
Fascist eagles of Italy. The following extract from the French 
translation of a book, to which Mr. Daniel-Rops wrote a preface, 
conveys perfectly the tone of these calls to a new crusade. 

"He who is near the Sword is near to God", writes Iginio Gior- 
dani.28 "The Christian dialectic necessitates a constant fight. Those 
who are faithful to this principle of combat are easily accused 
of clerical insolence ... it makes one feel like regretting the times 
of religious wars. . . . Today, you can do as you please. Discrimina- 
tion is dead. . . . Nowadays, the real battle is between religion and 
atheism and it is a veritable war. . . . Catholic intolerance has 
acquired a supernatural character. . . . The Pope insists on this 
apotheosis of intolerance. . . . The day of the Crusades is over: we 
engraved its seal on our weapons, and carved it on our hearts before 
setting out to exterminate the infidel. But now we must engrave this 
symbol in the very core of our hearts, and the faithlessness we must 
destroy is inside us and in our institutions. . . . This modern paradox 
calls with a voice that is louder than ever the militant Church to arms. 
. . . This is the crucial hour . ... To make ready for the great duel, 
of which the premonitory signs are all about us, we must go back to 
the faith in its entirety. This preparation is apparent in the social 
order, and it was in its name that Liberalism was fought down. . . . 
The battle never ceases; it is a giant struggle in which the Church is 
fighting one of the most historic and formidable battles ever�a 
battle which enables a comparison to be made between our times 
and those of the third, eleventh and sixteenth centuries. . . . We have 
the honour to bear arms in Thy Name, O Christ our King. For Thou 
art with us, God of War...." 

So the Papacy, the great criminal of the 1914-1918 war who went 

28La Revolution de la Croix (Alsatia, Paris 1938. pp. 6 et seq.).   Nihil obstat. 28 September 1938. 
Imprimatur, 20 October 1938. 
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unpunished lost no time in preparing her revenge. In this Europe, 
impoverished, completely bewildered, and bled white by four years 
of war, the Papacy chose Italy as her field of activity and raised up 
the first of the dictators destined to play again and at further expense, 
the match she had just lost. Mussolini was the prototype, and there 
were to be more of the same kind. First of all came Hitler, then 
Franco, then the later editions, which were even worse�the Quis- 
lings, the Petains, these miserable products of defeat. 



CHAPTER II 

IT WAS THE POPE WHO MADE HITLER 

OBSCURE origins of the future dictator: failure as an 
artist, poverty and downfall. � First steps of the 
political agitator: so-called Bavarian separatism, the 
funds of the Quai d’Orsay. � Catholic Bavaria, the 
cradle of Hitlerism. To Pius XI’s mind, it must supplant 
Lutheran Prussia. � Mgr. Pacelli, Nuncio at Munich,  
and Franz von Papen, the Pope’s Privy Chamberlain, 
destroy the Weimar Republic in order to clear the way 
for Nazism. � Von Papen, the Vatican’s man, dismiss es 
the Reichstag and prepares triumphant elections for the 
Nazis. Hitler as Chancellor. � "The Pope is persona lly 
favourable to him". � Mgr. Kaas, President of the 
Catholic Zentrum, renewing the manoeuvre of don 
Sturzo in Italy, has special full powers voted to the 
Chancellor, thus providing him with the basis of his 
dictatorship. � The Vatican’s victory. � Like Musso - 
lini, Hitler is soon paying his debt towards his protector 
by concluding a concordat that is "most advantageous 
to the Church". Henceforth the entire German Catholic 
Episcopate is devoted to him and Catholic youth groups 
are merged with Nazi youth groups. � "Doctrinal" 
divagations: close relationship of Nazism and Catholic- 
ism. Franz von Papen declares: "Nazism is a Christian 
reaction against the spirit of 1789". 
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"Pius XI is certainly the most German of popes that 
ever sat enthroned on the See of Saint Peter." 

Gazette de Cologne 
31 May 1927. 

"Nazism is a Christian reaction against the spirit 
of 1789." FRANZ VON PAPEN, 

Privy Chamberlain to the Pope 

OPINION is fairly well informed today, through certain works by 
French or German authors, on the obscure beginnings of the future 
dictator who was for a moment to eclipse the greatest figures of 
which Germany was so proud, from Frederick the Great to Bis- 
marck, to end up miserably in the depths of an underground shelter 
beneath the ruins of his bomb-smashed capital. 

First of all, in a recently published book, Walter Gorlitz and 
Herbert A. Quint,1 note with what care the Fuhrer tried to cast 
a veil over his past: 

"Hitler categorically forbade all research into the period during 
which he lived in Vienna. The party immediately undertook to collect 
all documents concerning his youth, so as to prevent their publica- 
tion. ... He had been brought up in an atmosphere of Catholic 
thought; outwardly he always remained Catholic. . . . 

"Josef Greiner, author of the book La fin du mythe hitlerien, tells 
how he made Hitler’s acquaintance in September 1907, when he 
himself had come to Vienna to study painting. The result of the 
entrance examination brought Hitler squarely face to face with 
reality: his drawings were not up to standard and he was turned 
down: he sank into the most dire poverty and remained in that 
state for years. ... He tried to get work as a manual labourer. He 
found a job in the building trade . . . was turned off the site . . . had 
no roof over his head and used to sleep on park benches . . .; then 
he found shelter in a free doss-house . . . and got his meals at the 
monastery of the Brothers of Charity. During the winter of 1909- 
1910, he was occasionally employed in clearing away snow and 
carrying baggage. The biography of the twentieth century’s second 
dictator, Benito Mussolini, shows a certain similarity to that of 

1Adolf Hitler (Amiot-Dumont, Paris 1953, tome II, p. 129). 



86 THE VATICAN AGAINST EUROPE 

Hitler. There again we see the revolt of the disappointed artist�in 
the literary field this time�the period of poverty,  and imprisonment 
for begging and vagrancy. . . ." 

Mr. Robert Bouchez,2 former Attache of the French Legation 
at Munich, gives the following account of the expedients to which 
Germany’s future master was then reduced: 

"It is undoubtedly true that he was often able to eat only because 
of the help he got from He’ita, a prostitute, or from the little French 
"hostess" Perrette. There was a certain common factor of de- 
gradation that seemed to hold these people together. . . ." 

Then the young Hitler reached the age of conscription: 
"On 5 February 1914", wrote Gorlitz and Quint,3 "Hitler was 

declared unfit for service in the armed forces. ... On 3 August 
1914, the day when Germany declared war on France, he made a 
request to King Louis III of Bavaria, and on 4 August he already 
had a reply telling him to enlist in a Bavarian regiment. ... By the 
end of October, Hitler was fighting in the ranks of the "List Regi- 
ment"; on 2 December 1914 he received a second-class Iron Cross. 
On the morning of 16 October 1918, he was gassed. 

"Corporal Adolf Hitler was discharged from the hospital at 
Passewalk during the extremely dark and desperate days of Novem- 
ber 1918. 

"On 10 May 1919, he was transferred to the headquarters company 
of the 2nd infantry regiment. According to Hitler, his first political 
mission was to be a member of a committee of enquiry into the 
events which had taken place in his regiment during the revolution. 
. . . Then the new commander of the Reichswehr at Munich started 
a course on "civic thought". Corporal Hitler was detailed to take 
it... 

"In September 1919, Hitler was told to attend a meeting of the 
Deutsche Arbeiter Partei (German workers’ party) D.A.P. . . . That 
night, he found about twenty-five people of humble extraction 
gathered in the "Leiber" room of the Sternecker-Brau cafe.... 

"On 16 September, Hitler joined the D.A.P. ... He was given 
card No. 7. There, he met a man who was to have a great influence 

2Hitler que j’ai vu noitre (Jacques Melot, Paris 1945, p. 103), a book dedicated to Mr Robert Murphy, 
Vice Consul of the United States at Munich in 1922. 
3Op. cit., tome I, pp. 27 et seq. 
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on him. This was Dietrich Eckart, who became his, so to say, 
tutor ... and introduced him to Alfred Rosenberg.... One wonders 
whether Hitler was not already acquainted with the Deutsche 
Arbeiter Partei as well as the book by Rudolf Jung, Der Nationale 
Sozialismus (National Socialism), published in 1911-1912. The fact 
that he does not mention the subject in Mein Kampf is, of course, 
no proof, because the point of writing the book was to set himself 
up as the sole progenitor of National Socialism." 

"In 1921", writes Georges Rul,4 "Hitler joined the Roehm’s 
Free Corps. A year later he became Chief of Propaganda." 

Even so, the adventurer was still a starveling, and was ready to 
work for anyone who would pay him. Indeed, Walter Gorlitz5 tells 
us that in the opinion of Chancellor Bruning: ". . . it was foreign 
funds which gave the greatest help in promoting the rise of Hitler 
and his party between 1920 and 1923." 

Robert Bouchez6 also writes: 
"In 1922, he would from time to time even borrow a few marks 

from Goering. One day when he had come down to this, Captain 
Jungmann told me that if he had the choice, Hitler would rather 
appeal to France than to the Hohenzollerns." 

Georges Rul7 confirms that Hitler was, at one time, in the pay 
of France. 

"Hitler is interested in southern Germany (Bavaria). He says there 
is a separatist movement in Bavaria. On this ground, Mr. Emile 
Dard, French Minister at Munich, subsidized Hitler from the 
secret funds of the Quai d’Orsay in 1923." 

"Morel, a Member of the British Parliament, said in the House 
that in 1922 the Quai d’Orsay had paid Hitler 200,000 fr.8 The 
French Foreign Ministry did not deny this." 

Moreover, no one was better informed about the uncertain and 
precarious situation of Hitler in 1922 and 1923 than Robert 
Bouchez,9 Attache of the French J egation in Munich: 

"1922. The Minister of Foreign Affairs has appointed me Attache 
to the Foreign Legation in Munich. My duties are those of Vice- 

4Le 4e Reich (Editions Perface, Paris 1946, p. 43). 
5Op. cit., p. 118. 
6Hitler que j’ai vu naitre, pp. 97 and 98. 
7Le 4e Reich, p. 43. 
8Constantin-Weyer, op. cit., p. 105. 
9Hitler que j’ai vu naitre. pp. 44 et seq. 
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Consul.... I saw the birth of the Nazi movement under the flag 
of piracy, which by the way was pretty quickly got rid of, leaving 
only the swastika. Later, only the SS was to use that macabre flag 
again.... 

"One winter afternoon, Max, my office boy, had just shown in 
Mgr. Pacelli, the present Pius XII, at the time Nuncio at Munich... 
Then, after the cardinal in his quiet black clothes, came a Rhine- 
lander. ... He said that he was a former Feldwebel, at present out 
of work, and in dire straits, and that he was thinking of joining the 
French Foreign Legion. He gave me to understand that there was a 
fellow who was worrying him with nationalistic ideas and that if he 
should worry us, the French, too, he could take care of things. For 
10,000 marks he would settle everything. ... It is a hundred to one 
that if I had taken out my wallet and given him 2,000 marks as a 
down payment and asked him to come back for the rest when the 
job was done, no one would ever have heard of Adolf Hitler." 

This near-encounter of the future Pope with the future Fiihrer is 
very odd. Indeed, in the light of subsequent events, it seems pre- 
monitory. 

"Mgr. Pacelli", le marquis d’Ormesson tells us, "was extremely 
popular, and his personal prestige was tremendous." Soon after the 
war, his popularity and prestige were to facilitate, first in Bavaria, 
and later in Prussia, his work for the Concordat. . . . Mgr. Pacelli 
was heard at the Catholic Congress of Fulda, in 1926, to recall the 
gratitude that Germany owed the Papacy (Pacelli, Gesammelte Reden, 
pp. 59 to 62). Georges Goyau10 reports that he pointed out to his 
listeners from over the Rhine how well Pius XI knew their language: 
"Just as in the days of Adrian VI", he told them, "a Pope has spoken 
to the German pilgrims in their own tongue...." 

The fact was that Bavaria was then, more than ever, the object 
of the Vatican’s very special attention, as Maurice Laporte11 

has very aptly noted: 

Catholic Bavaria, cradle of Hitlerism 

"Having travelled from one end of Germany to the other, I came 
to Munich, capital of Catholic Bavaria where northern Germans 

10Pie XII (Plon, Paris 1939, pp. 26, 32 and 33). 
11Sous le casque d’acier (Alexis Redier, Paris 1931, pp. 105 et seq.). 
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are looked upon as foreigners. . . . 
"Since 1918, the rural population of Bavaria has considerably 

increased. . . . One can well imagine how very tenderly the Vatican 
cherishes this Bavaria, where Hitler’s National Socialism recruits its 
strongest contingents. Another grievance that Munich has against 
Berlin is that she overthrew the dynasty and set up the Republic. 
Bavaria is as monarchist as she is Catholic. 

"Bavaria ... is full of quiet strength now that the Stahlhelm 
encircles her and imposes its discipline upon her. The Stahlhelm has 
gathered together 200,000 Bavarians, equipped with new uniforms 
and weapons which every man keeps under his hand so as to be 
ready for any eventuality. . . . 

"The Bavarians plan to build at Munich, with their own money, 
a Palace of National Socialism. . . . The Bavarians will always go 
along with any party that will help them to strangle the Republic of 
Berlin. . . . 

"Hitler has found himself a new vocation that will fill his entire 
life�to beat down France. From hamlet to hamlet, fr om town to 
town he goes lecturing�running down the French and insulting the 
Jews. His language is coarse to the point of brutality�that of a 
man on whom civilization has laid only the thinnest veneer of 
culture. . . . 

This condottiere, like his comrade and model Mussolini, was 
naturally viewed with favour in the Vatican, where he was seen as 
a new man who might restore to its old glory the Germanic Holy 
Roman Empire. Naturally, it put all its power behind this movement, 
which, as we shall see, starling in Munich, was to reunite "the 
Germanies". 

As Joseph Rovan12 writes: 
"The Catholic leaders of Bavaria founded the Bayerische Volks- 

partei (the Bavarian People’s Party, BVP), which was designed to 
have a separate existence. . . . The chiefs of the BVP were to support 
the right-wing agitators, the professional conspirators of the Bunde 
(societies), the black Reichswehr, and the ultra-nationalists of the 
Volkisch movements. Its slogan "Bavaria for the Bavarians!" 
enabled the Nazis quietly to prepare . . . their vengeful anti-Semitic 
and in the end ultra-unitarian programme. . . . Catholic Bavaria 
12Le catholicisme politique en Allemagne. pp. 186 and 195. 
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will now welcome and protect all troublemakers, all the society 
members, all the assassins of the Vehmgericht." 

Gonzague de Reynold13 testifies to the way in which the Germans 
of Roman obedience came to supplant the Protestant majority: 

"National Socialism set upon Prussia, and destroyed it. . . . The 
Nazi regime represents a return to power of southern Germany. 
The names and background of its chiefs show quite clearly that 
Hitler is Austrian, Goering is Bavarian, Goebbels a Rhinelander, 
and so on. National Socialism has created an army altogether 
different from the Prussian or Prussianized army." 

It is impossible to over-emphasize the importance of the presence 
of the extremely busy Mgr. Pacelli, the future Pius XII, in Munich 
during these years when the Nazi party was learning to walk. Besides, 
a keen and accurate observer, F. Charles-Roux14 has rightly said: 
"Never in this age has there been a time when the Catholics have 
played a more important role in world politics than during the 
ministry of Cardinal Pacelli". 

*       *       * 

The Vatican’s support constitutes the decisive factor in Hitler’s 
lightning rise, and it may be said that National Socialism was 
created by the Papacy. To convince oneself of this fact it is only 
necessary to read the documents and testimonies that follow. . . . 
They are of the first importance for the understanding of contem- 
porary events. They show how the concerted efforts of Franz von 
Papen, the Pope’s Privy Chamberlain, and Mgr. Pacelli, Nuncio at 
Berlin, overcame every obstacle that was still confronting the "man 
of Providence". 

The Vatican does not conceal its satisfaction 

As Maurice Laporte15 writes: "The Catholic position: the racial 
programme! . . . Hitler raised anti-Semitism to the status of a 
dogma. 

"Pius XI, receiving a delegation of German Catholic youth, after 
the Reichstag elections, is said to have declared: ’Blessed be this 

13D’ou vient l’Allemagne (Plon, Paris 1939. pp. 185 et seq.). 
14Huit ans au Vatican, p. 93. 
15Sous le casque d’acier, pp. 125 et seq. 
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youth which renews itself in a Germany that also is renewing itself." 
"Yes, indeed! This remark, made to young Catholics, was made 

on the morrow of Hitler’s victory. . . . ’Our feelings, including our 
anti-Semitism, are therefore fully compatible with Christian beliefs!’ 
declared Hitler on 6 September, at Koenigsberg." 

These feelings, in themselves very unchristian, were especially 
compatible with a certain "apostolic" will to crush, and indeed to 
exterminate, the "heretics" and the Jews, as well as all liberals. 
This was to be demonstrated in the concentration camps for internal 
use, and later in the great slaughter-houses of Auschwitz, Dachau 
and elsewhere. 

"No-one must be surprised, after this, if Hitler’s heresies on the 
predestination of the German race to rule the world, presented as 
having the approval of the Pope and the German Episcopate, should 
have carried away the entire German youth. . . ." Maurice Laporte16 

continues, "The Father of Christianity, the Nazis used to say, will 
surely recognize in the National Socialists the true, the only defenders 
of the Christian faith. German women, by voting for List No. 9, 
by making your sons and husbands vote for Hitler, you will be 
voting above all for the greatest Germany, ever-religious and free! 

"Hitlerist racism, strong and victorious, is on its way to power." 

Mgr. Pacelli’s plan:  To destroy the Weimar Republic 

". . . The immediate problem to Mgr. Pacelli’s mind is this", 
writes Nazareno Padellaro,17 "The Weimar Constitution introduces 
afresh the principle of the separation of the Church from the State. 
How can it be rendered ineffectual? ... A new task awaits the 
Nuncio in the capital of the Reich, but he has no intention of 
abandoning the work which he began at Munich, in order to perform 
it... 

"The nuncial residence at Berlin, according to the National Socialist 
writer Harder . . . rapidly became a centre of political and diplomatic 
life. All Berlin came to consider the nunciature as the Court of Catholic 
thinking. . . . In every one of his speeches, the Nuncio insistently 
returns to the necessity of a close union with Rome. ..." 

16Op. cit., p. 164. 
17Pie XII (Julliard, Paris 1950. pp. 120 ct seq.). 
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This close union of German with the Papacy�so close  that it 
continued even after defeat�is to be the goal of Pr ivy Chamberlain 
Franz von Papen: 

"On 20 July 1932, von Papen intervened in Prussia where the old 
government, which was doing its utmost to delay the formation of a 
National Socialist government, was still in power. He proclaimed 
martial law in Berlin and the Province of Brandenburg and sent a 
detachment of infantry to throw the Ministers out of their offices. . . . 

"The people at the head of the old regime gave way with no other 
opposition than the lodging before the Supreme Court of Justice 
of a complaint for violation of the Constitution. . . ." 

According to Walter Gorlitz and Herbert A. Quint,18 "The 
National Socialist press reported rumours of the conclusion of an 
alliance between von Papen and Hitler. ... With the approval of 
Hitler, Goering and Strasser started conversations with Mgr. Kaas. 
chief of the Catholic Centre party. . . . Von Papen was ready to 
create a post of Vice-Chancellor for Hitler. ..." 

This brings us to the decisive period. The German Catholics 
were obliged to abandon all resistance to National Socialism, 
because of the support it had been given by the Papacy. All that 
remained to be done, was to win them over completely to Hitler’s 
cause, through Mgr. Kaas, their chief. This was soon done. 

The alliance between von Papen and Hitler 

Paul Winkler19 is categorical: ". . . Von Papen dismissed th 
Reichstag and, in agreement with Hitler, organized new elections 
which had to result in a Nazi victory. The alliance between vo 
Papen and Hitler seemed unshakable. On 20 July 1932. von Fape 
dismissed the Socialist Government of Prussia. . . . 

"Hitler came into power thanks only to the intrigues of von 
Papen." 

Pius XI and Hitler 

"The ecclesiastical hierarchy", said the Mercure de France,20 "has 
always observed the principle of ’politics first’, and the German 

18Adolf Hitler (Amiot-Dumont, Paris 1953, vol. II. pp. 29 et seq.) 
19Allemagne secrete (Hachette, Paris 1946, pp. 177 and seq. 193) 
20Pie XI et Hitler (15 Januarv 1934. pp. 257 et seq). 
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Catholics were therefore fully in line with tradition in constituting 
the Centre party (Das Zentrum), as well as the Bavarian People’s 
Party. . . . With a religious majority, and closely knit politically, 
they could assert themselves in Parliament by shifting its centre of 
gravity. 

"Hence, with the methodical spirit which characterizes the 
German, the Catholics organized themselves into a political party 
first of all in order to subsist and to develop as a Church. It was the 
personnel of the ecclesiastical administration that served as political 
personnel. 

"Rome looked with an approving eye on this politico-religious 
activity, for it provided the Holy See with the means of influencing 
an essentially Protestant government; the skill with which a certain 
Leo XIII used it is well known. In the end, the Catholic circles in 
Rome conceived an exaggerated admiration of the way in which 
the German Church was organized, and held it up as an example 
to the Catholics of other countries. 

"All was not perfect with the Germans�far from it, indeed�and 
some of their bishops were worried by the fact. To have an idea of 
the situation it was sufficient to attend a few of their big demon- 
strations, especially their annual Katholikentag. . . . 

"On 31 December 1930, Cardinal Bertram, Archbishop of 
Breslau and Primate of Germany, declared: ’We, Christians and 
Catholics, do not recognize racial religion...." 

"In the spring of 1932, some uncertainty was noticeable among 
German Catholic leaders: they had been informed that the ’Pope 
was personally favourable to Hitler’. 

"That Pius XI should feel drawn to Hitler, should not be a matter 
for surprise. . . . In his opinion, Europe can regain her equilibrium only 
through German hegemony. In Poland, where under Benedict XV 
he had been sent on mission by Cardinal Gasparri, he supported 
German interests. . . . 

"The Pope’s liking for the Fuhrer is understandable. The Vatican, 
because of the Anschluss, had for some time been thinking of changing 
the centre of gravity of the Reich: the Jesuits were openly working 
towards that end, especially in Austria. Now everyone knows just 
how much Pius XI counted upon her for the triumph of what he calls 
’his policy’. What he wanted to prevent was the hegemony of a 
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Protestant Prussia and, depending on the Reich to dominate 
Europe�which would ward off the danger of German fe deralism� 
he was seeking a way of building up a Reich in which the Catholics 
would be masters.... 

"Even in March 1933, when they met at Fulda, the German bishops 
took advantage of Hitler’s speech at Potsdam to declare that it was 
necessary to ’recognize that the highest representative of the Reich 
Government, who is at the same time the authoritative head of the 
National Socialist movement, has made solemn public declarations 
which take account of the inviolability of Catholic doctrine, as well as 
of the work and immutable rights of the Church, and which, on behalf 
of the Reich Government, formally declare that treaties concluded 
between the German countries and the Catholic Church shall remain 
fully and entirely valid.. . .’ 

"Von Papen leaves for Rome to sign a concordat with the Pope. 
. . . He also will have to conform in every respect to Mussolini’s 
ideas. The strategy which enabled the latter to achieve the Lateran 
Treaty and the Concordat has been summed up as follows by an 
eminent Roman prelate: 

"It has even been said that the Concordat concluded between 
Chancellor Hitler and the Pope had assured the Catholic Church a 
privileged position in Germany. . . . But�and this is what is most 
serious for the future of Catholicism in Germany�co nsciences are 
deeply disturbed. How, indeed, is one to explain the adherence of the 
entire ecclesiastic hierarchy to Hitlerism, which a few months ago 
was so solemnly condemned?..." 

The Ultramontanists raise Hitler to power 

Joseph Rovan21 penetratingly analyses the task pursued by von 
Papen: 

"To be sure, throughout these fourteen years (1919-1933) the 
Zentrum will be the axis of all parliamentary majorities possible. 
But this uninterrupted presence in the government will not succeed 
in saving the Republic, nor is it a proof of the democratic nature of 
the policy of the great Catholic party. . . . 

"The Catholic ’integralism’ of the first two decades of the twentieth 

21Le catholicisme politique en Allemagne. pp. 177 et seq., 212 el seq. 
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century, at once theological, political and social, appears as a 
general movement of distrust of the modern world. The ’integralist’ 
sets himself the ideal of keeping as completely as possible to the 
letter of acts and decisions issued by the Pontifical Power, and of 
being absolutely intransigent in the face of the ’liberal heresies’; in 
the political field he is readily conservative, not to say reactionary, 
he rejects democracy and extols the principle of authority. The 
adversaries of universal franchise were recruited from among the 
same ’integralist’ circles which at that time had attempted to disrupt 
the unity of interdenominational Christian trade-unionism, while 
keeping the Zentrum a strictly denominational party, closely sub- 
jected to the directives of the hierarchy. 

"Franz von Papen thought of dictatorship. In order the better 
to prepare for it and to complete the break-up of the Republic, he 
forcibly suppressed the democratic government of Prussia.... So 
the Prussian police, the last armed body in the service of democracy, 
passed into the hands of the apprentice dictator. . . . Thanks to von 
Papen, member of the Zentrum since 1920 and owner of the party’s 
official paper, Germania, Hitler came into power on 30 January 1933. 

"German political Catholicism {the Zentrum), instead of becoming 
Christian democracy, will inevitably be led on 26 March 1933 to vote 
full powers to Hitler. . . . For the voting of full powers a two-thirds 
majority was necessary and the votes of the Zentrum represented 
an indispensable contribution. . . . The Republic was dead. . . . 

"The members of the Zentrum and of the Bavarian People’s 
Party had passed the law on full powers.... 

"In the correspondence and declarations of the ecclesiastic 
dignitaries under the Nazi regime, we shall see again and again the 
Jervent support of the bishops.... The Nazi programme ... appeared 
to many German Catholics as nearer to their fundamental position 
than liberal democracy . . . the massive support of the Catholic 
people to Hitler’s "National Uprising" . . . the attempts at compro- 
mise which were already being made in the spring of 1933 by eminent 
members of the hierarchy and the suppression of the very recent 
excommunication against Party members . . . throw a harsh and 
cruel light upon the ambiguous character of relations between 
German Catholicism and democracy, both as a political system 
and as an idea. . . . The democratic ideal made few hearts beat 
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faster. . . . The attraction of an authoritative system, of a strong 
power, the spirit of the Syllabus interpreted in a way that was 
almost official yet solicited remained fully alive. A Christianity for 
which the spirit of the crusades was still an ideal after three years of 
Nazi dictatorship could obviously not understand the essential link 
which makes democracy depend for its life on civilian society." 

Catholics and Christian Socialists vote for Hitler’s dictatorship 

"On the evening of 30 January 1933, the day when the cabinet 
was constituted", writes von Papen,22 "I was standing behind 
Hitler, on the balcony of the new chancellery. We were watching an 
endless procession, hundreds of thousands of men who, torch in 
hand, were marching past Hindenburg and the Fuhrer. Hitler’s face 
was ecstatic, and when he turned to speak to me, there was a sob 
in his voice. ’What a tremendous task we have set ourselves, Herr 
von Papen! . . .’ I was happy to be able to concur. . . . 

’You are an old soldier, Herr von Papen’, he said to me; ’so you 
know that one has always to march with the largest and strongest 
batallions. If you and I march together, we are assured of a majority 
and, consequently, of success’. 

"The governmental statement drawn up by Hitler and myself 
specifically acknowledged the great conservative principles. . . . 
Hitler particularly insisted upon the necessity of obtaining special 
(full) powers. . . . 

"After Chancellor Hitler’s statement, Mgr. Kaas, Chief of the 
Catholic Party, Ritter von Lex (Bavarian Catholic Party), Messrs. 
Maier (State Party) and Smiptendoerfer (Christian Socialists) 
announced that their respective groups would vote for the law of full 
powers to Hitler. After a speech by President Goering, this law was 
voted. . . . It constituted the sole basis of Hitler’s dictatorship. . . . The 
fact that all parties except the Socialists voted for full powers had 
a far more decisive effect than the Nazi victory in the elections. . .." 

The victory of the Vatican 

"Hitler Chancellor! So ran the headlines of the German news- 
papers the day after the 30 January 1933", writes Robert d’Har- 

22Memoires (Flammarion, P»ris 1953, pp. 195 et seq.). 



 

Roman Catholic clergy blessing Nazi emblems 



 

 


