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New pope
won’t break
with rigid past

Guest Column by Gary MacEoin & Nivita Riley

Cardinal Albino Luciani, known only to a few people
in northeast Italy and to the other 110 members of the ex-
clusive club that chose him in secret to lead and rule
709.6 million Roman Catholics as Pope John Paul I,
inherits a heavy load of problems. How he deals with
them will affect not only those who see him as vicar of
Christ on earth but countless other millions.

As Pope John XXIII demonstrated, the pope can in-
fluence mightily the search for a world order in which
wealth is shared more equitably and all people have a
voice in determining their own destiny. If Pope Paul
by his negativeness and navel-gazing in recent years dis-

sipated some of the moral stock accumulated by John,

the papacy still remains one of the potentially most im-
portant influences on world opinion.

Will John Paul renew the hopes John raised? Ob-
viously, a firm answer is not yet possible. When John
was elected from similar obscurity in 1958, nobody sus-
pected he would inaugurate the revolution in Catholic

thinking and action that followed his encyclical on hu-

man rights Pacem in Terris and the Second Vatican

Council that opened in 1962. But on the basis of John -

Paul’s known views, the likelihood that he will respond
positively and creatively to the challenges that face him
is remote.

Rich vs. Poor.

Most acute of all the world issues the pope can influence
is the growing gap between the few wealthy individuals
and corporations (the globals or multinationals) that
have a monopoly of power, and the masses of people
in the Third World who lack food, clothing, shelter,
and sanitation to live at a human level. The issue is as-
suming greater importance for the Catholic church. Its
center of gravity has recently shifted from the rich

countries of Western Europe and North America, and

by the year 2000, 70 percent of its members will live in
the economically poor and dependent countries of Latin
America, Africa and Asia.

Vatican Council II faced this issue realistically. Re-
jecting the earlier teaching that the church should con-
centrate on ‘‘saving souls,’” it called on its members to
join with all the other forces working to make the world
a better place to live in, giving the same priority to im-
proving the condition of the poor that characterized
the teaching and life style of the historical Jesus.

Pope Paul in the first years after his election in 1963
took this call seriously. A major encyclical, Populorum
Progressio, gave an analysis in depth of the economic
distortions that created and perpetuated systemic pov-
erty. It moved further toward a socialist solution than
earlier papal documents, as did a later statement on
the eightieth anniversary of Leo XIII’'s Rerum Novarum,
the papacy’s first major attempt to tackle world social
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"ing change.’
tion was unambiguous: *‘a thirst for complete emanci- |

issues. Paul admitted, in a phrase smothered in reser-
vations, that it might be permissible for a Christian to
use the Marxist analysis as.a tool for understanding
reality.

Various groups of bishops followed the lead. The
most striking statement was made by the bishops of

-Latin America meeting at Medellin, Colombia, in 1968.

They opted positively for the poor, the voiceless, the
oppressed. They identified the source of oppression as
institutionalized violence, the neocolonialism of the

‘national oligarchies, and the external neocolonialism

of “‘the international monopolies and the international
imperialism of money.”” They said that the situation
called for ‘‘global, daring, urgent, and basically renew-
> The commitment to radical transforma-

pation, liberation from every subjection, personal
growth, and social solidarity.”’

Response from the people and many priests was en-
thusiastic. In intimate ecumenical cooperation with like-
minded Protestants, Latin American Catholics began to
develop a ‘‘theology of liberation.’’ They rejected the
developmentalist approach of the Alliance for Progress,
an approach deeply imbedded in Catholic thinking,
and many of them openly opted for socialism. An or-
ganization called Christians for Socialism was formed
in Chile during the Allende regime and gradually spread
all through the Americas and to other continents.

Support for Christian Democrats.

The reaction that set in with the recession that world
capitalism has been experiencing since 1967 has affect-
ed Roman Catholicism too. While the poor who bear

the burden have become more radicalized, the church ¢
leadership has grown steadily more conservative and

frightened. Well organized and heavily financed world-

wide forces or reaction whose spokesman is the rebel- |

lious French archbishop Marcel Lefebvre, urge the
church to “‘return to the sacristy,’’ that is, to abandon

its defense of the poor and resume its traditional role ;

of legitimating the status quo.

The moment of truth will come for John Paul and
for the church when Latin America’s bishops assemble
Oct. 12-28, a decade after the Medellin meeting. The
reactionary forces gained control of the secretariat that
prepared the basic document for the meeting, and they
have been as brazen as Madison Avenue pitch-men in
selling their product.

Will John Paul intervene to redress the balance?
There are strong rumors that he may attend the meet-
ing (although he is fearful of airplanes). But whether
he does or not, what open or behind-the-scenes part
will he play?

The son of a migrant socialist laborer, one might ex-
pect him to identify with the poor. Unfortunately, his
conditioning from the time he entered the minor semi-

-nary in his pre-teens has given him a very different
stamp. Stridently anticommunist, he has denounced |

all the elements he sees as promoting revolution today,
from the Beatles to Fidel Castro.

In the same vein, he was the leader of the majority
bloc of the Italian bishops who insisted it was the moral
duty of Catholics to vote for the Christian Democrats.
This party, in power thanks to Vatican and U.S. support
since 1946, is hopelessly corrupt and inefficient. Whether
he has learned from the rebuff given him by the eight
million Italian Catholics who voted for the Communist
party remains to be seen.

Oldest bureaucracy.

Human rights, both as a world issue and as a domestic |

issue between governors and governed in the church,
are also high on the list of challenges facing John Paul.
The institutionalization of torture of suspects, arbi-

trary imprisonment, encouragement by reactionary |

[ governments of vigilante death squads and wholesale
exiling of political opponents have become common-
place in most Third World countries.

In much of Latin America, the Philippines and South
Korea, Catholic church leaders are the only voice the
regimes have been unable to still. Open papal support
would greatly strengthen their impact. The Roman

“Curia, the world’s oldest and most entrenched bureau-
cracy, which reasserted in Paul’s declining years the
arbitrary pawers that Vatican Council II had tried to
curb, is committed to secret diplomacy. John Paul, no
linguist and lacking experience in diplomacy or in the
workings of the Roman Curia, is likely to allow it to
continue as hitherto.

Even more fundamental than the political rights, on
which Carter concentrates his rhetoric, are the social
rights to nutritious food, health care, clothing and a
voice in the use of the means of production and in the
distribution of goods and services. Here again, com-
mitment to the Christian Democrats, whose record on
all these issues is shameful, can be expected to keep
John Paul silent or limited to vague generalities, as it
does with nearly all of Italy’s bishops.

Obsession with abortion.

In its dealings with its own members, the church in
practice falls behind both its profession of commit-
ment to the teaching and example of Jesus Christ and
to the ethical standards of contemporary society. Com-
pulsory clerical celibacy is increasingly violated by
priests who insist that the right to marry is inalienable,
yet continues to be defended by the papacy. While not
the only reason, the celibacy issue is the major reason
for the decline in the number of priests and the paral-
lel decline in the quality of those who choose the priestly
life.

Women continue to be treated as inherently inferior,
the refusal to ordain them being only the most obvious
of many discriminations. Refusing to face the fact that
many marriages fail and that the humane way to deal
with such failures is to recognize divorce, the church

"has turned to legalistic devices to declare that a mar-
riage had never taken place, devices that work for some
and not for others, in part at least because of the arbi-
trary discretion of church courts. Many of those Catho-
lics who divorce and remarry in violation of the rules
become estranged from the church because of their so-
cial ostracism and denial of the sacraments.

Respect for life, the ultimate human right, has been
excessively narrowed to condemnation of abortion,
paying little attention to the reality that abortions tend
to be statistically more frequent’in countries of Catho-
lic culture, including Italy, for the simple reason that

ficial’’ methods of contraception to create situations in
which the pregnant woman sees herself as having no
alternative.

This same obsession with abortion is causing the
church to direct much of its effort and resources to the
support of laws that would impose its moral standards
on all members of the community, not just its own
members. In consequence, fewer resources are left to
help improve the quality of life of all, especially the
quality of life of the older people who are becoming a
progressively higher proportion of the popuiation.

The church, as Vatican Council II insisted, should be
a sign and a service to the world: a sign of the contin-
uing call of Jesus Christ to love and peace through jus-
tice; a service of sharing so that the world’s limited re-
sources would be equitably distributed for the benefit of
present and future generations. Instead, what the world
sees is a church primarily concerned with defending
its own interests, using power to dominate people,
the moral power of its threat of eternal punishment

Continued on page 18.
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U.S./MIDEAST

Carter wagering
peace, popularity

OI1 SUIT

By J(aseph Ge.

S IN THESE ”ﬁ #ES WENT TO
press, the biggest stories
emerging from Camp Dav-

id were that Jirmmy Carter,

Menachem Bewin, and An-
war Sadat had mer together, and they
planned to recess for the weekend, While
lines of communication have cuzbled the
three 1o hear the rumblings of the Arab
world and of Begin’s peliticat vivals in
israel, their mgwngs have been shroud-
ed in a secrecy uncharacteristic of the Car-
ter adminisiratios:.

When Carter depaited for the isolated
moumam retreat, the press dcm’l ibed him
as a “‘somber man 7 He said himself that
chances for = compiete success 5t Camp

David were **very remote.”” Days before
hie had remarked, It is a very risky thing
for me politically, because now I think
that if we are unsuceessfu! at Camp Dav-

id, I will certainly have to share part of
the blame for that failure.”’

On a personal level, fallure at Camp
David will underline Carier’s incompe-
tence as a national security manager and
will add incentive to those who are chal-
lenging his place on the 1980 Democratic
presidential ticket. What statesman, after
all, would call a ssyomit mecting without
having lower-level diplomats first resolve
the major points to be negotiated?

if, on the other hand, Carter is able to
engineer something more substaatial than
what the State Department cails “‘con-
structive ambiguity’” or if he iz able to
breathe just enough life into the Israeli-
Fgyptian exchanges ic keep them going
a while ionger, his newly acguized states-
manlike aury 'ﬂdy win him some endur-
ing points in the Harris Gamxp opinion
polls.

Israetl or oif.
When Carter spoke of the *‘risks of fail-
ure,”” he was also speaking as a represen-
iaiive of the American power elite who
have, since World War i, molded a three-
pillar Mideast system based on alliances
with Israel, Iran and conservative Arab
siates. A collapse in vggoiiations may
well force the 11,8 1o choose between Is-
rael or oil--someihing policy smakers in
Washington have sought to aveid for 30
vears. Should the negotiaiions provide
aothing coucrele—no substantial Israeli
withdrawal from the occupied territories
and no significant steps toward Palestin-
ian self determination 4t will 5e difficult
for American loyalisis in Egypt, Saudi
Arabia, Syria, Lebanon and the PLO to
continue to contamn the naticnalie; imagi-
nation of their peoples.

To avuid mass defection among the
Arab states, U.S. policy would have to
tiit openly and forcefully away from Is-

rael and toward the Arab staies. This is
something that no Israchi government can
afford. It wouid be inislerable to the ma-
tority of American Yewry. Its political
costs for the President would be fremen-
dous,

Failure at Camp David 2iss means
greater Arab confrontation wiihk Israel
aud possibly war---a war that would
threaten the stability of the capitalist
world economy. The iJ.&. is gurrently
meeting 30 percent of its oil needs through
imports, Western Europe and Japan de-
pend on Mideast oil for 80 percenit of their
oil supply. Retired Gen. Maxwell Taylor
xccemxy referred ¢o this flow ¢ zil-as the

“jugular vein of the West.”

Short of war, the Aral worid
turn oward Western Burg:
Soviet Union, o dipior
F “moderate’™ £ 7.
sway from the 1J.8 "

wmay well
* not the

t success

tain results may well mean a wave of resig-
nations or coups—a transition to an era
of greater Arab independence and mili-
tancy. Before departing Cairo, President
Sadat moved to guard against this possi-
bility. He indicated a willingness to meet
with his Syrian and Palestinian critics at
an Arab summit meeting later this month.

Axiom Number One.

Contrary to Begin’s rhetoric, Jimmy Car-
ter has not contented himself with the role
of “honest broker.”” He has been more
than a ““full partner in the negotiating pro-
cess,”’ as Sadat likes to say. Carter has
quietly and consistently followed what
Noam Chomsky has referred to as “‘poli-
tical axiom number one: maintenance of
primary U.S. control over the stupendous
oil reserves of the Middle East and the ex-
clusion of our European allies and the
Soviets from independent access to these
reserves.’’

There are several consistent compon-
ents to this policy that Carter inherited
from previous administrations. Tradition-
ally, the policy has included the use of
direct American military intervention

Continued on page 10.
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President Carter and Eyptian President Sadat walk to their cars after Sadat arrived
at Camp David Sept. 5.

Begin probably won’t budge

By Gidion Eshet

JERUSALEM

HEN THE NATIONAL
rights of the Palestin-
ians first became a poli-
tical issue after the 1967
war, Prime Minister Gol-
da Meir, was the strongest opponent,
Ever since, Israel has opposed the recog-
nition of the Palestinians as a national
entity and the establishment of a Pales-
tinian state.
- When Meir was first asked about her
opinion on Palestinian rights she said: ‘I
am a Palestinian. I hold a Palestinian
passport issued by the British Mandatory
Government.”’ At the time, others ex-
plained her opposition with the following
reasoning: The Zionist movement was
the liberation movement of the Jewish
people. In the process of establishing the
Jewish state no harm was done to the lo-
cal Arab population. On the contrary,
the socialist Zionist movement opposed
the exploitation of the Arabs. It aimed,
successfully, at self-reliance. There were,
so goes the reasoning, very few Arabs in
the area and they never constituted a na-
tion.

If a Palestinian entity or nation now is
recognized, this would imply that this na-
tion existed in the past and that the Zion-
ist movement built the state in an area in-
habited by another nation and expropri-
ated the rights belonging to others. So
that such a conclusion is not reached, the
idea of Palestinian rights should be
dropped.

No wonder, therefore, that Meir’s col-
leagues in the Labour party were the first
to oppose the new political plan put for-
ward by Labourite and chairman of the
Settlement Department in the Jewish
agency—Raanan Weitz.

New plan opposed.

In a memorandum to Prime Minister
Menachem Begin, Prof. Weitz wrote that
Israel should not oppose the establish-
ment of a Palestinian state in the West
Bank and Gaza if the Arabs agree to is-
rae] holding to its settlements along the
Jordan River and in the Rafah arez in
rnorthern Sinai. The boundaries sketched

by Weitz are those of the Allon plan.

Yigal Allon, the former Foreign Min-
ister of Israel, issued a similar plan in the
late '60s which was rejected by King Hus-
sein of Jordan. The difference between
Allon and Weitz is that the former pro-
posed returning the remainder of the West
Bank to Jordan while Weitz thinks the
Palestinians should have it.

The Israeli peace
movement continues
to be fragmented
and poses no threat
to the ruling

Likud party policies.

Labour opposition to the pian is an
example of the lack of change in Israeli
politics, even as the Camp David Summit

takes place. Here is another example:

Fragmented opposition.

One hundred Israeli reservists sent a let-
ter to Prime Minister Begin notifying
him that they are not able to defend and
will thus oppose defending Jewish settle-
ments in the occupied territories. They
hinted that if, during military service, they
are given an order to defend these settle-
ments, they will disobey.

Logically, the first to defend them
against rightist accusations should have
been those political forces opposing the
settlements and especially the Peace
Now Movement. But the opposite oc-
curred. The Peace Now Movement was
the first to denounce the one hundred,
claiming that the army should not be in-
volved in the current political debates.

The opposition in Israel continues to
be fragmented and does not pose a threat
to the ruling Likud party. The Labour-
MAPAM alignment continues to talk of a
territorial compromise in the West Bank
—a position rejected by Anwar Sadat and
other Arab moderates. Former Prime
Minister Yitzhak Rabin said not long
ago that if the Arabs proposed real peace

he would still reject withdrawal to the
June 4, 1967 borders. This holds true, he
added, aiso for Sadat’s new proposal for
minor modifications in the pre-1967
borders.

Sadat’s concessions.

The Likud is unwilling even to discuss the
word withdrawal, This became evident
when Begin, in a televised interview, clar-
ified what seemed to be a minor modifi-
cation in the Israeli official line proposed
by Defense Minister Moshe Dayan in the
Leeds Castle meeting of foreign ministers.
Israel opposed any “‘foreign’” rule over the
West Bank. Until now it was even unwill-
ing to discuss this issue.

In Leeds Dayan told ‘Secretary of
State Vance and Egypt’s Foreign Minis-
ter Kamal that this subject couid be dis-
cussed. Dayan’s words on this subject
were unclear. A debate began on the sub-
ject. Did Dayan say, *“If the Arabs raised
the subject of sovereignty in the territories
Israel would be willing to discuss it>*? Or
did Dayan say, ‘‘Had the Arabs raised the
subject, Israel would have been
willing...”’?

Began gave the answer. Dayan meant
the latter not the former. In other words
the whole issue is related to the past not
to the future.

it therefore seems that if the Camp
David Summit’s success depends on a
moderation of the Israeli position, the
chances are slim. Sadat, however, made
two important concessions. He declared
that he accepts the five-year interim per-
iod before the future of the West Bank
and Gaza is determined. He also accept-
ed that some minor modifications be
made to the pre-1967 borders.

These two changes are intended to bring
the Eyptian position as close as possible
to that of the U.S. Sadat hopes that now
the U.S. will put the necessary pressure
on Israel.

The likelihood of such pressure seems
poor.

But if President Carter is unwilling or
unable to twist Begin’s arm, the Middie
East will be on the route to more trouble.
Gidion Eshet is an Israeii journaliist who
regularly covers Mideast politics for IN
THESE TIMES.



