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Nearly 450 turn out to protest ‘Hail Mary’

Continued from Page 1

) Joseph Brown, a protester who was five
times the age of Price, said that this was his

first protest, and that he knew of no better rea-

son to air his opinion.

“What I’m doing is for the Blessed Mother,
and I'd do anything for her;’ said Brown, who
will be 81 on his next birthday. “It’s a sad thing;
there’s no movie they can make that shouid

show her at all. She’s the sweetest, purest, most

honest woman that ever lived and that ever will

- live: I’d lay down my life for her”

Father Albert Shamon, who led the crowd
in praying the Rosary on the university quad-
rangle, said that all Christians should take the
“insult to the Blessed Mother pérsonally.” He
called the makers of the movie “modern-day

vandals.

“These f)eople are like modern vandals
smashing senselessly something that is very

close to our hearts. Any red-blooded Christian _
would be angered and would resent this insult

to the Blessed Mother}” Father Shamon said.
Brother Joseph Noonan, OFM, peacefully
refuted critics’ opinions that the movie was just

an “artsy smartsy” effort on behalf of Godard.

to use imagery in depicting his own religious
beliefs.
“There’s no mlsunderstandmg the mowes

message It’s very clear what is trying to be
done}’ said Brother Joseph, who resides at the
Franciscan friary on Mt, Read Boulevard. “Al-
though the movie may not always be a clear
one, it is an attack and a mockery of the
Blessed Mother and of the Catholic religion?’

That sentiment, however, was not shared by
all demonstrators or movie-goers.

“I'm here because | came to see how this is
handled;’ said Rev. Kenneth Dean. pastor of
the First Bapnst Church of Rochester. “I may
protest the movie after, but not until [ see it}’
Dean said on his way into the theater.

The Rev. Dean, who called the protest “un-
warranted;’ said attention 10 the movie was en-
hanced by all the coverage it received in the
Rochester media, Dean, a former president of
an NBC affiliate in Jackson, Miss., also said
the protestors’ view of the “free-standing
university” was “‘out of focus’

~ “Alotof leueig in the papers Pve been read-
ing lately spoké:of the university as being anti-
Catholic}’ Dean said. “That view | believe is

. out of focus, and I'm wondering if people here
protesting tonight are out of focus on the film.’

" After seeing the film, Dean said he could see -

the movie would “conflict with people’s taste)’
but that it was “totally within the bounds of

orthodoxy.

“The movie is not made for a Sunday school
class. It’s made for an art community audience
in a university semng

Calling the movie too serious to be enter-
taining, Dean said it illustrated Mary’s strug-
gle to choose between her lighter and darker
sides.

The film's premise, according to Dean, is

related to the theories of Swiss psychoanalyst.

Carl Jung, who believed everything had a posi-
tive and a negative side. "This-movie simply
showed Mary struggling between these two
sides;’” said Dean, who added that it would be
beneficial for those who protested the film to
view it in the way scientists look at science
fiction,

“Science fiction does not threaten true
seience, and this movie shouldn't threalen pure
faith,’- Dean said.

_Studems walking around campus the eve-
ning of the screening, which took place dur-
ing freshman orientation week, were mostly in

- favor of the school’s presenting the film.

“I feel it is right for the people to protest
as long as they keep it personal)’ said Larry

Blumenfield, 17. “But | also support the free- |

dom of the school 10 show the film)

L
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Pat Marcello of Qur Lady of Victory Parish
in downtown Rochestér, ﬁolds a banner of
the Madonna during the "ptayet/protest ral-
ly outside the Umversﬁ:v of Rochester's
Strong Auditorium. Insitig, more than 600
people viewed the coriiroversial film.

‘Hail Mary’ fails
to shock viewers

By Teresa A. Parsons
" *“Hail Mary” disappointed plenty of viewers

-last Thursday night, but few were shocked.
More than 600-people turned out to see the .

controversial movie — a modern-day depiction
of the Annunciation and Incarnation of Christ
— shown in Strong Auditorium as part of the
University of Rochester’s Summer Film Series.

A steady stream of viewers left the theatre
while the movie was in progress, but the
majority stayed for all 107 inscrutable minutes,
waiting for a shock that didn’t come.

“J1 was terrible)’ admitied Lynda Howland-
of Rochester as she left the auditorium. I
didn’t understand it

But she and her companion, Joyce Owens
of Rochester, agreed that the film was not
blasphemous, pornographic, or ‘even in bad
taste. “it was unintelligible, but it was not
offensive. Qtherwise | would not have come}'
Howland said.

“Boring™ was the verdict of James Chavin,
of Rochester. “1 expected more from the fact
that the pope bothered to make a statement

on it]’ he said. Although he believed the story

had potential, Chavin termed the outcome
“disappointing”’

“ft was a bit long.” he added.

Auendance was almost double the average
turnout for the summer film series’ showings,
according 10 George Morrison, the university’s
assistant director of student activities, ’

Every viewer interviewed said he or she had
come in reaction to the protests anu con-
troversy the film generated. “No one | know
would have come if they didn’t heard and read
s0 much about it} said Chavin. )

Owens and Howland both said they came
out of anger. “I can understand them (Cathol-
ics) being disturbed by it. But [ have real prob-
lems with anybody trying to shut down what
we can see or can't see) Howland said. “lt
frightens me to see that done in the name of
refigion?’

Chris Taub, a Cornell Umversny student and
Rochester resident, called demonstrators’ re-
fusal to see the movie and their attempt to pre-
vent others from seeing it “ridiculous’”

“The whole thing is absurd)’ he said.

After the movie ended, the university spon-
sored a panel discussion for viewers. Less than
20 people stayed to hear analysis from: Nathan
Kolar, a religious studies professor at St. John
Fisher Collége; Beverly Roberts Gaventa, an
associate professor of the New Testament from
Colgate/Rochester Divinity School; Sid Rosen-
sweig, a local filmmaker and critic; and Ralf

Meerbote, a professor of philosophy at the -

University of Rochester. )
" Panelists agreed that the movie was neither
blasphemous Tior pornographic. *1 fiked it, and

I agree with those critics who thought it was

fairly reverent? Rosensweig said. *1 don’t think
that word ((blasphemy) has any meaning in a
pluralistic society because we don’t have a state

religion.” What is blasphemy to me isn't to -

somebody eise.

“The possiblity of being insulted, of fended
or hurt by any piece of work is the price we
pay for freedom;” he added.

Despite scenes in which the mov ie's main

IR
’

_ sion,

was shown nude, Rosen--

sweig thought director Jean Luc Godard’s in-

tent was to avoid being pornographic. “The use-

of nudity disturbed a lot of people!’-he said.
“But almost every time Marie was naked on
screen, there was a voice-over commenting on
the struggle between body: and spirit”

Although Marie works in « gas station, plays
basketball and uses four-letter words on occa-
she is not “slearzy)’ Rosensweig said.
“She's 4 good kid:"

But panelists raised more questions. than .

they answered in regard to the symbolism and
intent of the film’s director. Jean Lu¢ Godard.

In the final scene, for instance, Marie is

shown lighting a cigarette and applying lip-
stick. The movie closes with a close-up of her
parted, blood-red lips.

Kollar wondered whether the scene
represented Marie’s search for the spirit inside
her. Sevéral other panelists interpreted the mo-
vie's end as a sign that she had rejected her
d\aste holniess fora more ordinary exxsxem:c.

Mggg‘ in-pa tu:ujax, as
hocould.niot say “Thy.=
‘ h

»

¥ Rosensweig believed the qucsnon was left un-

resolved. *It" as if she is saying ‘I've been
touched by holiness. Now ['m not sure [-want
to let it go,"-he said.

“The overall picture is clear, but the details
are intricate)” Meerbote explained. For instance,
when a doctor, and later Joseph, examine
Marie to determine her virginity, she asks each
*Does the spirit have a body?”

“That’s one of the basic theological ques-
tions. You start asking ydursclf about the
means by which God is made flesh,’ Meerbole
said.

In fact, Gaventa noted, only two of the gos-
pel accounts of Christ’s-birth even mention the
Blessed Mother’s virginity. “It could have been
that the role of Mary’s virginity was simply to
draw attention to this as a special birth,’ she
said. *‘Here, that piece of the story was taken
very literally and used as a focus for the strug-
gle between body and soul”

On the other hand, Kollar questioned
whether the film was ultimately religious in na-

°
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ture. “I don t know whit there was of religion
there)” he said.

Among other lhln},h ‘Meerbote urmcd the
movie “a straightforwas i love story” in which
the central charactersicacted 1o an impossi-
ble situation — that M srie concelved a child
while <till a virgin. “Om of the most moving
aspects of the movie {¢ ithat they do manage
1o deal with that;" he- md

The panelists also disagreed as to the film's
overaltemerit. “Speaking personally, 1'd say this
is not great Godard,' NMeerbote said.

But Rosensweig thought it was too soon to
tell whether it was “méjor Godard”

“I don't find it boritig.he explained. “That’s
the stock responsg whcn you don't want to
work at a film?

Although Momsom the panel organizer,
forgot to invite VICwéx‘L 10 the discussion be-
fore the movie slarteéﬂ ‘e was not expecting

-4 large crowd to sta¥ i any case. “My ex-
perience.has been thgt seople don’t stay. It's
- been a long night,’ bt said.
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