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CGanileg & O o has theve b d he Jewish
e Aurrng y has there been a mixed reaction 1n the Jewish community to the recently-
ﬁ::::ﬁ; promulgated Vatican Guidelines on Catholic-Jewish relations?

W
delros” The answer to that question 1ies, in part, 1n knowing something about the

;;;I:i;ﬁ" behind-the-scenes facts regarding the way in which the document was released, as

‘;;;vf:éh much as 1t has to do with a precise understanding of its contents

3§;}k\ The Guidelines were prepared by the Vatican Commission for Catholic-Jewish
Relations, appointed by Pope Paul VI in October 1974, and headed by three Catholic
leaders who are genuinely sympathetic to Judaism, the Jewish people, and quite
possibly, Israel. (They are Cardinal Jan Willebrands, a learned Dutch theologian
who 1s pres1deﬁ[both of the Commission and of the Vatican Secretariat for the
Promotion of Christian Un1t¥i Canon Charles Moeller, a brilliant Belgian
phi1ogZLer, who 1s vice-president, and the Rev. Pierre de Contenson, an
effervescent French Dominican priesf}fﬁﬁa-EE%ﬁes as Secretary.)

In recent years, a major msE®wes struggle for power has taken place between
the various branches of the Curia, with the Vatican Secretariat of State
emerging with all the political control centralized i1n 1ts hands. When the
Guidelines on Catholic-Jdewish relations were completed, they were sent "upstairs"
to the Secretariat of State for approval.

The Secretariat of State "took over" the document, made a number of changes
in 1ts text, and then arranged for 1ts world-wide distribution to Catholic™
hierarchies on a "sub secreto" (secret) basis. The State authorities also set
the publication date foﬁrr1day, January 3, 1975 "12:00 a.m." (Rome time). That
date preceded by three-days the long-scheduled meeting between the Vatican

Commission on Catholic-Jewish Relations and the International Jewish Committee

for Interreligious Censultations (IJCIC).
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The general contents of the Guidelines became known to the Jewish
representatives about ten days before their release to the press. When 1t
became clear that some of the contents would become a cause of controversy -
especially the studied omission of any reference to Israel's religious and historic
meaning to the Jewish people and a contrived reference to the Catholic's need to
"witness" their Christian faith to Jews, albeit sensitively - 1 telephoned
the European office of the American Jewish Committee and asked 1f 1t was possible
to have the pub11cat1onf of the Guidelines postponed. After all, I argued,
we were to meet with the Vatican Comm1ss1ggjthree days later 1n Rome. Why could
we not discuss the Guidelines together and find a way to help formulate a
text-especially those "sticky" parts - so that misunderstanding and friction
could be reduced to a minimum, and in order that its genuinely positive features
could gain maximum acceptance and thereby really give Catholic-Jewish relations
a major push forward?

The answer came back promptly from Rome that postponement of the Guidelines
was absolutely out of the question, and that the power to change that decision
was out of the hands of the Vatican Commission/for Catholic-Jewish relations.

The reason for that arbitrary publication of the text of the Guidelines on

the very eve of the Vatican-Jewish meeting soon became abundantly clear. The

Vatican Secretariat of State —wishsiiess

been actively engaged 1n its own diplomatic offensive exploring detente with
the Arab governments, Moslem nations, and the Moscow-dominated Communist bloc.
By publishing the Guidelines three days "Erev" the Vatican-Jewish consultation,
the Secretariat of State's diplomats signaled a clear and unambig@Upus message

to the Arab-Muslim-Communist world.
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Stripped to 1ts essence, that message was: Have no anxiety about the
meeting with the Jews next week. Nothing w11l change 1n Vatican policy. There
wi1ll be no moves toward recognition of the State of Israel, for, as you can see
1n the actual text we are publishing before han&ﬂ—hich is not subject to
modification once it is promu]gate&iﬁérgvn]1 not be even a single religious
or theological reference to "the holy land." And when the Jewish delegat mgg?
with Pope Paul VI on January 10 - an altogether warm and "gemutlich" audience -
1t was the Jewish statement (which I was asked to draft for the Jewish delegation)

— nd Jevusalew
which referred to the importance of Israek{fﬁTﬁﬁEﬁEﬁrﬁﬁé the Jewish people. The
Pope's statement conformed entirely to the Vatican Secretariat of State policy
of total silence on Israel, even 1n spirtual terms.

The Guidelines also communicated a reassuring message to Arab Christians,
such as Patriarch Maximos Hakm} arch-defender of gun-running Archbishop Capucci,
and Archbishop George Khodr of Lebanon. These Arab churchmen, and hundreds of
others like them throughout the Middle East,have been preaching an unreformed

Eusebius
theology that asserts 1n the classic fbrmulat1on of 4th century Bishop Eusebre

Thak &, the Jeavgl yel
of Cesarea, that Judaism 1s "preparatqfﬂk@ange11ca“, it(EET%TEH"EETEigiéngfE:J
preparation for the coming of Christianity which 1s now the "true Israel." That
triumphalistic version of pre-ecumenical Christianity happens to be a powerful
vabs
theological support for current Arab nationalism, for if tﬁ(ﬁiﬁ'gtcceed n
persuading the Christian world that God's permanent e]ecsigg through the Sinaitic
v
covenant with the people of Israel has been 1nvalidated{ then 1t should easily

be able to make the case that the same God's covenant with Abraham to whom

the Promised Land was given "forever" can also be cancelled. (Gen.12)
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Prof. David Flusser of He&rew University, perhaps the greatest authority

fepst=entary(Judaism and Christianity, has written that the reference to ( :;

n —
(qua ther Lo o pity Lo gy ek i Jeseo o s, e st
in these Gui

"Christian witness™ delines was not necessary "in pr1nciﬁT§;“ No

such statement appeared 1n any form in the magnificent 1969 proposed set of
Guidelines which the Vatican Secretariat on Christian Unity preparedi nor 1n
the 1973 French Bishop's Committee's Declaration on Christian Relationships

with Judaism; nor 1n the 1967 American Catholic Bishops Guidelines.

Indeed, the 1969 Vatican "working document?zhad it not been suppressed
by the same alliance of pro-Arab political forces and ultra-conservative theolog1ans-i/
would have deserved to be called "historic" for 1t dealt forthrightly and with
intellectual honesty with fundamental 1ssues that are central to any real
understanding between Christians and Jews*

On Judaism as a 1iving religion, it declared, "God has pevealed himself to

!

On The Land of Israe &y id, "Fidelity to the covenant was Tinked to

sh soul has endured as the object of an
aspiration that Chﬁ//;}dﬁ/s shou to understand...
On Proselytizing, it stated:
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This 1969 document, and those of the French Catholic Bishops' committee
and the American Catholic Bishops, make it abundantly clear that the Catholic
church has available to 1t "the theology of Judaism" that would enable
it to put aside once and for always its proselytizing approach to the
Jewish people, and to come to terms both spiritually and practically with
the momentous 1mportance of Israel as the dominant existential reality in
Jewish self-consciousness today.

It 1s tragic that representatives of the World Jewish Congress and the
Synagogue Council of America have found 1t nece};ﬁ?{ww the Vatican
has not found it possible to adopt these enlightened views toward those issues

heeda

which count most to Jews today. Are Jewish institutionalfand personal and
careerist publicity w@ms® so corrosive that Jewish spokesmen becomefapologists
for anti-Jewish forces in the Vatican, rather than proud advocates of their

people's 1nterest;z

The Guidelines of Jan. 3, 1975, does have many good things in 1t, and

they should be welcomed as far as they go, and should be a;?;e1y 1mplemented.
But when compared with how far they should have gone as an act of justice to
the Jewish people, the welcome should be - as Prof. Flusser rightly advised -

modest and restrained.
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