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1518 DOCUMENKT I6 THE PROFERTY OF HIS BRITEKNIC MAJESTY'S GUIVERNMENT

ITALY. o November 23, 1944.
CONFIDENTIAL. SEcTiOoN 8.
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[R 19138/109,57 ] Copy No.
Sir 1) Ushorne ta Mr. Eden—{Recoived 23rd November)
No. 136.) Hidtish Legaiion lo the Holy See,
ir, Rume, 1044 November, 1944,

1 LAVE the homour to repert that I had an audience with tie Pope to-day.
T informed His Holiness chat, having recently transferred myg residence from
the Vatican Uity  Rome, I wished o express to him personally my gralitade
for the hospitality which had beon extended to e since the 13th June, 1940,
and, in fact, I do feel a real sense of gratitude and of appreciation of the
conrtesy and goodwill whick L have enjoyed duriug the past four years from
all oicials ‘and representsiives of the Vatican City State. | think that only
those familiur with the restricted extent and oxiguous favililies of this mile-
squire ' State " rau uppreciate the distorbance caused by its invasion by an
ever-prowing and encroaching world of diplomats and their familics. This
diplomatic warld. at any rate the Soutk Americans, who cawme in during the
gonmer and autumn of 1842, expected, in greater or lesser degree:, acoording
Lo their approciation of vr conditions, the ereatare comforts angd socinl winenities
to whivh Lhey were accustomed 1 Rome and which were mmevitably lacking in
the circumscrited territory and wonastic conditions of the Vatican Cily. First
the Fescist Qovernuent. and then, {rom September 1043 to May 1944, the
Germuny, were hishly suspicious and resentful of the hospitality extended by
the Holv Heo to :ﬁe pfficial representatives of their enemies, and the Germens
particularly did not fail to murk their resentment. I perscmally believe that, if
tho course of the war had not turned against the Germans, they would huve
invaded the Vatican City and the diplomatic missions harboured within it.
Judging by theic own methods and mentalitics they could not believe that the
Pope's yuests were not abneing his hospitality by sending palitival or military
fufarmation out of the Vatican City in spite of the fact that the diplomatic
representatives in question had gisen their Fer;umul word of honour nat to do
s0. The Vatican's hospitality to the Allied diplomats was, therefore. a dual
problern wnd the situation was further compliwiled when nine Hritizh awd 1wo
Awerican prisoners of war wanaged to cross inte Vatican territory. and had
i be mtorbed and accommodated in the barracks of the I'apal Gendarmerie.
Llere again the Vatiean authorities did their hest to snlortain their iongraois
guests, Llis Majesty’s Gavernment do therefore owa the Pope 2 debt of thanks,
and 1 wonld sugpest that [ should be anthorised formally to couvey to him the
thanks of His Majesty's Govermment, both [lor the hossim‘iit}' extended Lo me
and my staff for four years and. on ehalf of the War Office, for that accorded
to the British prisoners.

2. I asked Llis Holiness if he had any turther complainly o make to we
(see my telegram No. 2TE) in respect of his treatment by Ilis Majesty's Govarn-
ment. 'This he vigorously repudiated, almost as if he regretted his words on the
ovvasion of my last aulicnce, and proceeded lo assure wc, with the utmost
emphusis and with the appearance of due]];afeeliug, of his affection for the British

ple and hie carnest desire for the closest and mosl friendly relalions with
His Majesty's Government. This he repeated again, with equal fervour, when
T left. I 4 not kmow what was tlie particular motive of this tinpassioned
doclaration, but 1 have no doubt that it was genuine. It i possible that His
Holinass compates our awtitude wish that of the United Btales (rovernment—ar,
inore correctly, with that of President Roosevelt, since Blr. Myren Taylor
represents the President porsonally and not the Government of the Tnited States
Tnd feols that we are rot as cordial towards him as the Ameriouns. This is
andoubtedly trae, but we have had no Presidential Election with an Italian vole
plaving an important ole. The Pope again assured me of the pleasure the
Prime Minister’s visit had given him and he fully appreciated the reasons which
had prevented you from seeing him.
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3. 1 had a long discussion of Rusaian policy with iim.  Referring to the
:il-rreaument of the Jews in Hungary and 1o the suggestion wbat he should make
a pubiic appeal ou the subject (soe your telogram No. 408), be said thal he was
pems pressed to issue u public dengnciavion of Russian malireatment ol e
pupsttions of Poland and the Baltic Stules. He Lad nol come to any dermsion
on this poiut and in apy case his condemuation wonild ve anonymoue, as in the
case 01 0is condemnnation of Germun msdeeds in the past. 1 urged him most
earnestly and strongly net to condemn she Kussians, ai any rate by mame, For
T suad that this would have the worst possible eflect in Moscow, and only slightly
loss unfavourable repercussions i 1.ondon, aud prubadly Washington. A specifie
denunciation of alleged Russian misdeeds vould e compared with the aisence
of apy speific condemunntion of Germau crimes against the populations of the
Occupied Countries. Here [dis Lloliness interjected that there wus ho question
ot any reference 10 Russia by namv, L vene on to vay thut T had no information
as to Jussian conduct in Easwern Furope, but T was quite cortain tha: nothing
the Russians might do could approach Lbe avracives connuitted by the (rermans
in many lands, To this His Roliness did not demur, To pive only one instauce,
I added, history offered pothing to compare with Hisler's mass coudemnation @
axiinction of the Jewish race or with the mothods—gus-chanbers, slarva-
tion. &e—by which it had been, and arill was being, pot iuto effect. With chis
the Pope agreed.

4. He then went on to talk of Bolzheyist avheism and the reEressiun af the
Catholic Church in Russia, where, he paid, there was only ane Cathulic priest
loft, an American Father at Moscow, 1 reminded him of the recent official
revival of the Orthodox Russiau Chuarvh and said that this constitated an officiul
repudiacion by SQgalin of the atheizm plank ir the Constitutivn, even if, Iailiuﬁ
proofl to the contrary, il migin by sume ve regarded as ouly 4 tempomry politics
expedient. But I did not disguise from him inat 1 anticipated Lhat, whatever
latitude oF encouragement were given to the Orthodox (Tlgmrch in Itnssia, the
Catholic Church wounld 1ot be given siwilar sunetiou. Religton in Russia wus
to be, like everything else, of o strictly natiouaiist brand. %::t., 1 pointed onot.
o distinction must be drawn between the rejection and oppression of Christianity
ami of the Catholic Church. Tho lalter “was not the sole representative of
Christiapity, and if a country, or 2 Goverament. eleeted to discanrage the
Catholic faith in favour o1 115 own pariicniar nastonal brund of Christianity,
this was not at all to fester utheism.  The Pope took this argument, on which T
insisted strongly, quite well.

5. I took the u]épurt.lmiw af this discussion to say that [ hoped chat, o
the interests of the atholic {hurch, e TTobmness wonld seo to 1L that, after
the war, some eflective meamures Were taken Lo broaden tlie nasional bawis of the
Roman Curia and to inject mto Lhe anministration of the Hely See some
non-ltalian blood and influence. T expinined that. az the represantative of a
Protestant countty. it was Lot for me, or for she Government waich T represented,
to take the initiative in critivism or sugwestion. But J was aware {hat many
of my Catholic colleagues fell very strongly on the guhiect, and 1 therefore [elr
entitled b0 speak in support of their thesia, Yrom my own Lﬁammal: neutral and
ohjective point of view T conld say thut I clearly saw the need of dramatic
measures to affirm the saprongtural and calholic nature of the Church. His
Lloliness said this wus a protlem that he had in mind,

8. [n reply 1o my enguiry he said that he had no information regarding
eanditions in (ermany, but he ndded that he lind heen much encouraged by the
opinion expressed by an jmporiant Amerivan General, whom he had seen recently,
to the effect that the war would be over by Christias, 1 said thac I thought 1t
would he very nnwise to hank on that. He professed very grave anxiety over the
sitpatinn inz_[t:d}', 1 acreed hat it was disquieting, but 1 did not feel that 1v
was already as Des riy disastrous as hre seemed to think, We did not, however,
pursue this auhjlﬂl?. . o

7 His Holiness geomed to be 1n gmd health and spirits, and he repeated
to me what a plessure his daily recaptions of Allied officers and troops were to
him, and how ver¥ favourably he was impressed by the bearing, character and

gomdnct of all ramks,
I have, &c
D. G. OSBORKE.
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